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TE EE Sa SSS SED 


Abandonment of railroad lines; pp. 28, 288, 
293, 357, 495, 522, 564, 730, 822, 898, 963, 
971, 983, 1116, 1124, 1180, 1228, 1269, 1386, 1472, 
1554, 1649, — = 1732. ; 

Accounting; p. % 

Aebischer, W. E.; motor vehicle regulation; 


p. 29. 3 7 

Alaska Railroad;.pp. *644;~645;, 848, 915, 1144. 

Alcohol; rates on; pp. 866, 1043. 

American Economic Association; p. 81. 

American Railway Association; pp. 672, 1383. 

Anderson, W. A.; co-ordination of railroad 
service; p. 986; unfairness of penalties; 
| Ree os ‘ 

Arbitration; p. q 

‘Associated Traffic Clubs of America; pp. 1058, 
1250. iy. 

Aviation; pp. 284, 800, 1053, 1325, 1411, 1715. 

Barnes, M. G.; Barge Canal costs; p. 30. 

Bills of Lading; p. 1351. 

Binkerd, R. S.; rail outlook forecast; p. 68. 





CANADA. 


Abandonment of railroad lines and of serv- 
ices; p. 1224. 

Appropriations for Canadian National; p. 796. 

Alternative routing; p. 172. ; 

Beatty, E. W.; address to Canadian Mfgrs. 
Ass’n; p. 1222; on condition of Canadian 
Pacific; p. 794. 

Board of Railway Commissioners; miscella- 
neous orders, hearings, etc.; pp. 34, 112, 114, 
240, 241, 320, 369, 986, 616, 862, 598, 1072, 1150, 
1156, 1290, 1362, 1440, 1548, 1598, 1659. 

Canadian National annual report; pp. 1154, 
1496, 1544. 

Canadian National conference; p. 528. 

Canadian ey ig oy p. 369 

Canals; . 584, , 1659. 

Car foodine: pp. 34, 112, 174, 241, 320, 367, 
460, 526, 584, 658, 709, 930, 998, 1069, 1154, 
1220, 1290, a, oo 1544, 1658. 

Classification; p. 3 

Coal; pp. 174, 320, 324, 584, 660, 1548, 1658. 

Coastal traffic; p. 1070. 

Consolidation of railorads; pp. 241, 586, 660, 
998, 1488, 1548, 1595. 

Construction of railroad lines; pp. 526, 586, 
587, 998, 1069, 1224, 1494, 1595, 1657. 

Contributions to railroad development; p. 
932. 

Crow’s Nest Pass rates; p. 652. 

Dunning, C. A.; minister of railways; pp. 
584, 860, 1595, 1598. 

Duplication of services; p. 114. 

Earnings of railroads; pp. 34, 324, 462, 528, 
586, 709, 796, 862, 930, 998, 1069, 1150, 1546, 
1598, 1658. 

Blectric railroads; p. 460. 

Equipment purchases, etc.; p. 1440. 

Equalized rates; p. 174. 

Explosives; rates on; p. 462. 

Export conference; p. 172. 

French publication of transportation forms; 

. . 367. 

Grain and grain products; p. 33, 241, 222, 367, 
858, 928, 998, 1069. 

Hudson Bay railroad; pp. 324, 1224, 1668. 

International haul at Niagara Falls; p. 324. 

McDonald, Finlay; C. N. R. and politics; 

. 1292. 

Manitoba rates; pp. 1150, 1358. 

Maritime province rates; pp. 524, 998. 

Merchant marine; pp. 1290, 1438, 1593. 

Montreal, port of; p. 1492. 

Montreal terminal; p. 174. 

Motor vehicles; pp. 174, 526. 

Passenger fares and traffic; p. 241. 

Port discrimination; p. 1220. 

Port traffic; p. 240. 

Rate inquiry; p. 524. 

Operating revenues; pp. 33, 114, 366, 658, 930, 
1154, 1292, 1546. 

Rouyn railway; pp. 583, 658, 1440, 1494. 

Steamship services; pp. 586, 660, 796, 1595. 

Subsidy for Canadian Pacific; p. 1358. 

Surcharge on shipments from and to the 
United States; pp. 114, 241, 528, 660, 796, 998, 
1290, 1440. 

Taxes; p. 1659. 

Telephone rates; p. 369. 

Thornton, Sir Henry; discussion of freight 

. rates; p. 794. 

Traffic reports; p. 172, 324, 367, 994, 1150, 
1358, 1593. 

Wages, railroad; pp. 462, 586, 1072. 

West Indies S. S. service; p. 526. 

Western Canada rates; p. 114: 


Canadian Money Case; p. 1156. 

> oo Ve and income of Class I railroads; 
D. L 

Car hire inquiry; pp. 158, 254. 

Car interchange; p. 940. 

Cars, daily movement of; pp. 196, 528, 866, 
1078, 1134, 1446, 1668, 1674. 

Cars, location of; pp. 46, 198, 302, 434, 614, 722, 
988, 1078, 1352, 1476, 1604. 

Car surplus and shortage; pp. 24, 96, 174, 
.250, 332, 396, 435, 522, 588, 670, 696, 800, 866, 
of2, 1080, 1158, 1198, 1280, 1374, 1446, 1458, 
1604, 1638, 1720. 

Cement; rates on, etc.; p. 82. 

Chamber of Commerce. of the U. S.; pp. 1144, 
1206, 1285, 1351. : 


DECISIONS OF I. C. C. IN THE 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


July to 
Vol. 2, 


January 


December, 1908. 
muLCcc. 61 


to 
141. C. C. 619 
to June, 1909. 


Vol. 2 and 3. to 
16 I. C. C. 422 


December, 1909. 


to 
17 1. C. C. 388 
to June, 1910. 


to 
19 I. C. C. 102 
December, 1910. 


July to 
Vol. 4, 


January 
Vol. 5. 


July to 
Vol. 6. 


January 
wen. te 


July to 
Vor 8. 


January 
Vol. 9. 


July to 
Vol. 10 


January 
Vol. 11 


July to 
Vol. 12. 


January 
Vol. 13. 


July to 
Vol. 14. 


January 
Vol. 15. 


July to 
Vol. 16. 


January 
Vol. 17. 


July to 
Vol. 18. 


January 
Vol. 19 


July to 
_Vol. 20. 


January 
Vol. 21. 


July to 
Vol. 22. 


January 
Vol. 23. 


July to 
Vol. 24. 


January 
Vol. 25. 


July to 
Vol, 26. 


January 
Vol. 27. 


July to 
Vol. 28. 


January 
Vol. 29, 


July to 
Vol. 30. 


January 
Vol. 31. 


July to 
Vol. 32, 


January 
Vol, 33. 


July to 
Vol. 34. 


January 
Vol. 35. 


July to 
Vol. 36. 


January 
Vol. 37. 


2B. 


to 
201.C.C. 21 
to June, 1911. 


to 
21 1. C. C. 181 
December, 1911. 


to 
22 I. C. C. 138 
to June, 1912. 


to 
241. C. C. 192 
Sees, 1912. 


Oo 
25 I. C. C. 349 


and 
20 I. C. C. 486 
to June, 1913. 


to 
27 I. C. C. 343 
December, 1913. 


to 
28 I. C. C. 549 
to June, 1914. 


to 
30 I. C. C. 528 
December, 1914. 


to 
$2 I. C. C. 291 
to June, 1915. 


to 
34 I. C. C. 277 
December, 1915. 


to 
$7 I. Cc. C. 118 
to June, 1916. 


to 
40 LC. C. 5&2 
December, 1916. 


to 
42 1. C. C. 374 
to June, 1917. 
to 
6% i. C. C. 23 
December, 1917 


to 
47 I. C. C. 482 
to oe 1918. 


re) 
60 I. C. C. 396 
December, 1918. 


to 
51 I. C. C. 504 
to June, 1919. 


to 
53 I. C. C. 384 
December, 1919. 


to 
55 I. C. C. 582 
to June, 1920. 


to 
57 I. C. C. 663 
December, 1920. 


to 
59 I. C. C. 495 


to June, 1921. 


to 
ZeLc. c& 
imam” 1921. 
oO 


64 I. C. C. 687 
to June, 1922. 


to 
69 I. C. C. 145 
aeons * 1922. 


oO 
741. C. C. 488 
to June, 1923. 


to 
80 I. C. C. 594 
enemas ~; 1923 


ts) 
85 I. C. C. 130 
to —. 1924. 


r+) 
89 I. C. C. 725 
December, 1924. 


to 
93 I. C. C. 639 
to 7. 1925. 


) 
100 I. ©. C. 70 
December, 1925 


to 
104 I. C. C. 340 
to June, 1926 


to 
112 I. C. C. 500 





Chandler, W. H.; transportation co-ordina- 
tion; p. 188. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul; investigation 
by I. C. C.; pp. 10, 418, 505, 820, 1198, 1265, 
1344, 1500, 1558, 1582. 

Chicago Shippers’ Conference; pp. 646, 1002. 

Civil service examinations; pp. 672, 806, 1744, 

Claims and claim prevention; pp. 156, 908, 
1000, 1232, 1426, 1562, 1586, 1667, 1672. 

Classification; pp. 688, 1124, 1640. 

Coal; production, rates, distribution; pp. 22, 
28, 80, 95, 124, 150, 188, 221, 246 250, 264, 
283, 295, 300, 306, 326, 388, 396, 432, 485, 514, 
540, 574, 588, 614, 624, 666, 670, 702, 716, 722, 
730, 747, 748, 750, 820, 840, 842, 854, 864, 894, 
898, 915, 936, 964, 979, 980, 983, 986, 992, 
994, 1014, 1027, 1048, 1080, 1108, 1126, 1140, 
1164, 1182, 1208, 1206, 1218, 1228, 1252, 1306, 
1340, 1344, 1350, 1374, 1409, 1446, 1476, 1483, 
1528, 1534, 1548, 1604, 1605, 1688, 1639, 1667, 
1674, 1680, 1699, 1700, 1714, 1720. ° 

Colton, Asa S.; traffic education; pp. 1423, 1637. 

Commission appointments, personnel, etc.; pp. 
9, 10, 11, 69, 96,°141, 142, 151, 245, 282, 352, 
a 438, 576, 612, 780, 851, 891 920, 986, 1053, 


Commission, proposals to re-organize; pp. 152, 
218, 305, 351, 362, 502, 505, 556, 821, 1049, 1141, 
1349, 1410, 1589, 1715. 

Commission; work of, appropriations, etce.; 
pp. 394, 450, 503, 504, 554, 646, 700, 848, 963, 
1181, 1205. ; 

Commodity statistics; pp. 312, 1078, 1604. 

Compensation and claims made under federal 
control; pp. 82, 288, 302, 361, 560, 573, 696, 
750, 857, 1116, 1622, 1672. 

Conference rulings of the Commission; p. 46. 

Consolidations, mergers, leases and purchases; 
pp. 11, 16, 69, 118, 150, 198, 283, 287, 355, 496, 
500, 570, 571, 572, 613, 614, 635, 640, 672, 683, 
722, 820, 821, 831, 833, 844, 950, 972, 989, 1042, 
1044, 1062, 1109, 1116, 1124, 1158, 1232, 1258, 
1264, 1266, 1271, 1386, 1391, 1409, 1483, 1576, 
1603, 1607, 1622, 1640. 

Consolidations, railroads; general plans for, 
legislation, etc.; pp. 286, 308, 439, 499, 569, 
697, 701, 702, 772, 844, 981, 1054, 1061, 1273, 
1481, 1531, 1587, 1639, 1663, 1713. 

Construction and extension of lines; pp. 14, 
46, 108, 126, 157, 174, 212, 268, 287, 293, 350, 
396, 420, 495, 496, 506, 572, 627, 628, 688, 730, 
768, 827, 828, 831, 832, 833, 848, 963, 972, 983, 
1002 1053, 1058, 1062, 1108, 1109, 1116, 1125, 
1126, 1141, 1180, 1202, 1205, 1230, 1265, 1325, 
1334, 1340, 1352, 1385, 1556, 1640, 1650, 1662, 
1667, 1680, 1744. 

Corporate names of carriers; p. 1238. 

Cotton; rates, etce.; pp. 1129, 1601. 

Cottonseed; rates on; pp. 1004, 1472. 

mony S. H.; plea of livestock producers; 
p. - 

Coyle, P. W., defense of Mr. Campbell; p. 1608. 

— S. G.; waterway development; 
p. q 

Cunningham, W. J.; address to Rochester 
Chamber of Commerce; p. 393. 

Cushing, J. E.; intercoastal regulation; p. 1552. 

Customs inspection; p. 388. 

Davey, M. L.; economy scheme; p. 419. 

o% * H. A.; commerce act amendment; 
p. 29. 

— Vice-President, and Senate rules; p. 


a 


DECISIONS OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION. 


(Decisions under the above caption are in- 
dexed by title where there is a complainant. 
Where there is none they are indexed by the 


commodity or subject affected.) 


Abeles & Taussig Lumber & Tie Co. vs. C. 
R. I. & P. et al.; case 168438; ties (112 I. C. 
C., 62-64); p. 1186. 

Acme Brick Co. et al. vs. A. & V. et al.; 
case 14617; brick and clay products (mim- 
eographed); p. 1037. 

Adams and Kelly Co. et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F.. et al; case 16077; lumber (other 
cases also included) (109 I. C. C., 241- 
245); p. 896. 

Alabama Mining Institute vs. Ill. Cent. et 
al. ea 16505; coal (109 I. C. C., 740-755); 


p. 

Alexandria Refining Co. vs. Mo. Pac.; case 
a and fuel oil (mimeographed); 
Dp. 3 

Allen, W. F., & Co. et al. vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
case 15522; strawberries (107 I. C. C., 18- 
20); p. 145. 

— Cotton Oil Mill et al. vs. A. T. & S. 


F. et al.; case 15901; cottonseed (109 I.: 


C. C., 92-94); p. 758. 

Amalgamated Sugar Co. vs. U. P. et al.; 
av 16677; coal (107 I. C. C., 635-636); p. 

American Clay Products Co. vs. P. R. R. et 
al.; case 16776; stoneware (107 I. C. C., 
153-155); p. 216. 

American National Live Stock Association; 
et al. vs. Oregon-Wash, R. R. & Naviga- 
tion et al.; case 15052; beef cattle, sheep, 
and lambs (109 I. C. C., 621-631); p. 1030.' 

American National Live Stock Association: 
et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 14190;, 
live stock (112 I. C. C., 197-203); p. 1255.: 
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__ 


Crystal Springs Mfg. Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et 
al,; case 16004; berry boxes (109 I. C. C., 
177- s-4 p. 896. 

Curtis, E. M., et al. vs. Director General; case 
16541; coal’ (109 I. C. C., 378-379); p. 969. 
Darnell, D., Commission Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et 
al.; case 16870; horses and mules (109 I. C. 

C., 427-428); p. 969. 

Decker, Jacob E., & Sons et al. vs. C. R. 

& P. et al.; case 15362; fresh meats nial 


packing house products (109 I. C. C., 261- 
272);_p. 1327. 

Dees, J. M., vs. M. & O. et al.; case 16732; 
— and mules (112 I. C. <., 397-398) ; 

152 

pha, J _ Coat Co. va C..C.. C.. & Mt. 1:3 
case issea? switch connection (109 I. C. 
C., 55-62); p. 757. 


Dewey Bros. Co. vs. Hocking Valley et al.; 
case 16709; hay (107 I. C. C., 303-304); p 
217. 

Divisions received by Brimstone R. R. & 
Canal Co.; case 12969 (104 1. C. C., 415- 
436); p. 215. 

Dixie ‘Cotton Oil Co;, Inc., va. Ft. W. & D. 
Cc. et al.; case 16730; cotton seed (112 I. 
Cc, G, 163): -m.. 2156. 

Dixie Peanut Mills et al. vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
case 16257; burlap bags (112 I. C. C., 167- 
T7192: D. 1254. 

Dixon, Joseph, Crucible Co. vs. D. & H. et 
al.; case 15722; plumbago and graphite 
(109 I. C. C., 380-382) ; p. 969. 

Dolese Bros. Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.: 
case 15948; agricultural limestone (107 I. C. 
C., 127- 130); p. 216. 

Dolese Brothers Co, va. C. BR. 1. & P.: cuse 
15865; contractors’ outfit (109 I. C. C., 561- 
564); p. 1034. 

Dow Chemical Co. vs. Pere Marquette et 
al.; case 17176; soda (mimeographed); p. 
1644. 

Dow Company vs. C. C. C. & St. L. et al.; 
case 16739; settees (112 I. C. C., 320-322); 

1463. 

mashie Produce Co. vs. O. S. L. et al.; case 
16887; peaches (mimeographed); p. 1643. 

Duluth Chamber of Commerce vs. C., St. P. 
M. & O. et al.; case 15568; fresh meats 
(98 I. C. C., 253- "365); D. 1030. 

Eagle Coal & "Mining Co. vs. C. $ E. I. et al.; 
case 16659; overcharges (107 I. C. C., 607- 
609); p. 621. 

Eastern Lime Manufacturers’ Traffic Bureau 
et al. vs. A. & B. B. et al.; case 16170; 


also Sub. No. 1, Washington Building 
Lime Co. et al. vs. Same; lime (112 I. C. 
C., 7-28); p. 1521. 


Edlund Broom Corp. et al. vs. B. & M. et al.; 
| 14662; brooms (104 I. C. C., 692-694); 


143. 

Waneres- -O’Flyng Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
case 15997; cigar box lumber (112 I. C. C., 
218-220); p. 1332. 

Egyptian Tie & Timber Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et 
al.; case 15702; mine timber (112 I. C. C., 
101-102): p. 1186. 

Elaborated Ready Roofing Co. vs. C. ¢ * 
I.; case 16682; prepared roofing (109 I 
C., 401-402); p. 897. 

Elberta Crate Co. vs. A. C. t al.; case 
15614; crate os box Samed (07 % ¢.. c., 
499- 506); p. 488. 

Elliott Feul Co. vs. M., St. 
et al.; case 16172; coal (109 I. 
386); p. 969. 

El Paso Bitulithic Co. vs. E. P. & 


P. & S. Ste. Marie 
Cc. C., 385- 


S. W. et 


al.; case 13574; asphalt (109 I. C. C., 42- 
45); p. 757. 

Erie Bolt & Nut Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 17035; steel (109 I. C. C., 590- 


592); p. 1034. 

Explosives and other dangerous articles; 
revised regulations; case 3666; p. 147. 

Express Publishing Co. vs. A. Ss. et al.; case 
14243; Herald News Co. vs. same; case 
14359; Western Newspaper Union et al. vs. 
A, T. & S. F. et al.; case 14072; paper, 
wood pulp board, — bristol board (107 I. 
C. C., 528-535); p. 557. 

Express rates on fruits and vegetables be- 
tween Mountain-Pacific and Eastern ter- 
ee 4 and S. 2496 (104 I. C. C., 739- 

Fairfield Paper Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
16993; imported wood pulp (109 I. C. C., 
514- 516) ; p. 1036. 

Farmers’ Union Cooperative Business Assn. 
et al. vs. Mo. Pac.; case 15919; (also 16271, 
Bushton Mill & El. Co. vs. Mo. Pac.); car 
supply (112 I. C. C., 269-274); 1461. 

Federal Products Co. vs. Il. Cent. et al.; 
case 16853; blackstrap molasses (107 I. 
Cc. C., 271-275); p. 685. 

Federal Reserve Bank of New York vs. Am. 
Ry. Express bag et al.; case 15449; money 
rates (107 I. C., 4-16); p. 144, 

Fertilizer, Lending’ Storage ~~ Wharfage 


Charges On, at Gulf —, . and S. 2557 
(109 I. C. C., 609-612); p. 1031. 
Fitch & Wilkinson vs. C. et al.; case 


16855; pears, apples and cabbage (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1578. 

Florence Chamber of Semaperee vs. A. 
et a case 16684; oil (107 I. C. C., ga 96): 
p. 3 

Fones Bros. Hardware Co. vs. C. R. I. & 
P. et al.; case 17103; bolts and nuts (mim- 
eograph e da); p. 1644. 

Foreign & Domestic Veneer Co. vs. L. & N. 








et al.; case 17248; mahogany logs (112 I. 
C. C., 46-48); p. 1186. 
Foster, S. A., Lumber Co. vs. Valley & 





Siletz et al.; case 16909; 
graphed); p. 1706. 

Four States Grocery Co. vs. K. C. S. et al.; 
case 15776 (Also Sub. No. 1, Cee er 
rell, Dildy Co. et al vs. N. O. T. & M. et 
al.); sugar (107 I. C. C., 485- $90): “p. 422. 

Fourth Section Application 12436; reduced 
rates on commodities from originating 


lumber (mimeo- 












territory west of Indiana state line to 
Pacific coast terminals (107 I. C. C., 421- 
468); p. 751. 

Fourth section relief denied; applications 
12628, 1896, 1895, 1854; rates from eastern 
territory to intermediate points in Minn., 
Ia., and Ill., higher than to Twin Cities 
rate points (109 I. C. C., 437-440); p. — 

French Battery & Carbon’ Co. vs. C. & 
W. et al.; case 15508; carbon flour (112 x 
C. C., 128-132); p. 1254 

Fresh meats and packing house products; 
increased and reduced rates on; I. and 
S. 2533 (109 I. C. C., 95-98); p. 759. 

Ft. Smith, Subiaco & Rock Island vs. A. 
& V. et al.; case 13850, Sub. 1; through 
a and rates (107 I.. C. C., 523-527); 
p. 3 

Furniture from southern points to Trunk 
Line and New England territories; I. and 
S. 2276 (112 I. C. C., 302-310); p. 1461. 

Galveston Commercial Association et al. vs. 
A. & S. et al.; case 15159; cake and meal 
for export (109 I. C. C., 114-126); p. 825. 

Garrett & Co., Inc., vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 
16819; wine (mimeographed); Dp. a= 



























General Refractories Co. vs. E. E.; 
case 15498; fire brick (109 I. C. C., 635- 
638); p. 1034. 

Gentile, Joseph, Co., vs. Am. Ry. Express 






Co.; case 16795; cantaloupes (109 I. C. C., 
171-172); p. 897. 

Gille Manufacturing Co. vs. K. C. S. et al.; 
case 15801; cans; also other cases (109 I. C. 
Cus 408-412); Dp. 969. 

Glidden Co. vs. Ill. Cent.; case 15936; lin- 
seed oil (109 I. C. C., 721-723); p. 1112. 
Globe Light & Power Co. et al. vg. Arizona 
Eastern et al.; case 15374; fuel oil (109 I. 

C. C., 405-407); p. 969. 

Graham Paper Co. va. C. *. I. & P. et al.; 
= 16143; paper (112 I. C. C., 51-54); p 
1186. 

Grain and grain products from stations on 
the L. A. & S. L. to La., Okla. and Tex.; 
I. and S. 2508 (104 I. C. C., 753-754); p. 71. 

Grain and grain products, Mt. Vernon, Ind., 
to Ohio River crossings; I. and S. 2498 (104 
I. C. C., 764-766); p. 74. 

Grain products from Chicago, Joliet, Lock- 
port and Peoria to Arkansas points; I. and 
S. 2502 (104 I. C. C., 742-744); p. 13. 

Grain and grain products from the North- 
west to Mississippi Valley; I. and S. 2519 
(107 I. C. C., 167-170); p. 214, 

Grain and Products from Iowa and S. Dak. 
to Colo. and Utah; I. and S. 2539 (109 
I. C. C., 27-30); p. 620. 

Grain and grain products from western 
points to southwest and southeast; I. and 
S. 2600 (I. C. C., 283-287); p. 1889. 

Greenbaum, Weil & Michels vs. C. & N. W. 
et al; case 17008; shirting (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1704. 

Green Bay Lumber Co. vs. C., B. & Q. et 
eS case 17196; coal (mimeographed); p. 

Green Hill Mining Company et al. vs. New 
York Central; case gong crude feldspar 
(109 I. C. C., 632-634); p. 8. 

Green Hill* Mining rool Ty Inc., et al. 
New York Central; angel 16771; class ont 
on — feldspar (109 I. C. C., 643-647) ; 
p. 

Green, George, Lumber Co. et al. vs. Ann 
Arbor et al.; case 13028; compo board (109 
L ©. Gy hie 712); pp. 1112, 1520. 

Grovier-Starr Produce Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. 
et al.; case 15831; tomatoes (104 I. C. C., 
745-748); p. 145. 

Gulf City Manufacturing Co. vs. A. N. et al.; 
case 15946; oyster shells (107 I. C. C., 29- 
34); p. 145. 

Gulf Red Cypress Co. vs. Alcolu R. R. et %' 
case 16367; lumber reparation (107 I. C. C 
397-398); p. 424. 

Gulf States Portland Cement Co. vs. N. 
& W. et al.; case 15949; gypsum rock (109 
I. C. C. 231-284); p. 896. 

Gunther, M. H., & Co. vs. lL. & N. et al.; 
































































ease. 17266; cotton reparation (112 I. C. C., 
387-388); p. 1523. 

Gustafson Manufacturing Co. vs. St. L.-S. 
F. et al.; case 17179; mine cars (112 I. C. C., 
277-279); p. 1463. 

Gwin, White & Prince, Inc., vs. N. P. et al.; 
case 16641; berries (109 I. c. C., 756- 758) ; 
p. ‘ 

Gwin, White & Prince, Inec., vs. N. Y. N. 
H. & H. et al.; case 17084; switching 


charge (mimeographed); p. 1705. 

Hammond Iron Works vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
case 13524; iron and steel articles (107 I. C: 
&. 473-482); p. 424. 

Hamm, Theo., Brewing Co. vs. C. B. & Q. 
et al.; case 14505; returned “a ee pack- 
ages (107 I. C. C., 600-603); p. 

Hamm, Theo., Brewing Co. vs. C. I. & P. 
et al.; case 16231; beverage BP Rd (109 
I. C. C., 444-446); p. 970. 





















Harmon, A. T., vs. A. T. £ S. F. et al: 
en cabbage (109 I. C. C., 90- -92); 
Pp 

Harman & Hulsey vs. ey General; ° 
case 16924; lima beans (112 I. C. C., 275: 
276); p. 1463. 


Hartford Times, of Hartford, Conn., et al, 
vs. Maine Central et al.; case 16355; news. 
} reparation (107 I. C. C., 536-537); p, 


Hastings Commercial Club et al. vs. C. M. & 
St. P. et al.; case 11508; joint = of ter. 
minal (107 I. C. C., 208- 218); p. 616. 

Haviland, Frank B.. vs. A. N. et al.; oa 
15577; refusal to accept lumber (109 I. ¢, 
c., 253- -255); p. 896. 

Haynesville Provision Co. vs. La. & N. W. et 
al.; case — canned fruit (109 I. C. C, 
451- -452); p. 969. 

Hay, St. Louis and East St. Louis to Miss, 


anges eas S. 2646 (109 I. C. C., 36 

d; Dd. 

Hector Lumber Co. vs. M. t. PP. 
al.; case 17398; lumber Cait z. *.* C., 418- 
420); p. 1643. 


Heineman, B., Lumber Co. vs. C. St. P. M, 
& O. et al.; case 16681; lumber (107 I. 
C., 62-64); p. 143. 

Heinz, H. z. Co. vs. Director General and 
P. R. R.; case 12481; tomatoes (112 I. ¢, 
C., 206-212); p. 1389. 

Herrick Hardware Co. et al. vs. N. Y., N. 
H. & H. et al.; case 16139; ammunition 
(mimeographed); p. 1643. 

Hill, Walter, et al. vs. A. T. & S. EF; wr 
15084; fruits and vegetables (107 I. C. 
101- 104); _p p. 216. 

Hines, Edward, Yellow Pine Trustees vs. C. 
Ss. & et al.; case 16248; pine piling (109 
 ¢ » 387- 388) ; p. 969. 

Hines. Saeed Yellow Pine Trustees vs. A. 
Cc. & Y. et al.; case 16158; forest products 


= stores (109 I. C. C., 453-456); 
D : 
Hopfenmaier, Milton, vs. B. & O. et al.; case 


16209; grease (107 I. C. C., 577-579); Pp. 622. 
Hughes Tool Co. vs. A. & R. et al.; ; Case 
15290; oil well drilling tools (107 I. C. 


Cc. 

545- -552); p. 559. 
Hulsey- Bessent Co. vs. S. A. L. et al.; case 
= vegetables (109 I. C. C., 389-390); p. 
: Hulsey-Bessent Co. vs. S. A. L. et al.; case 
= cantaloupes (112 I. C. C., 392-394); p. 
Hulsey-Bessent Co. vs. P. R. et al.; case 


bg potatoes (112 I. C. ‘cin * 317- 319); p. 

Humphreys, E. C., vs. Director General; 
case 15687, manganese ore (109 I. C 
157-160); p. 826. 

Hunter Bros. Mercantile Co. et al. vs. Am. 
Ry. Express Co.; case 15079; fruits and 
vegetables (107 I. C. C., 313- 318); p. 353. 

Huntington Engineering Co. vs. Chesapeake 
& Potomac Telephone Co. of W. Va.; case 
— rules (112 I. C. C., 377-380); 


Whichduaee Paper Co. vs. T. & N. > et al; 
case pg | ween paper (132 1. Cc. Cc. 
49-50); p. 1186. 

Hyman- ‘Michaels Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; case 
15931; steel shells (104 I. C. C., 749- 750); 


D. 74. 

Ice from Ill. and Wis. by Chicago eg 
I. and S. 2504 (109 I. C., 3-9); p. 

Indian Refining Co., — ‘vs. L. & N by ek 
case 15724; crude and refined petroleum 
(mimeographed) ; p. 1706. 

International Shoe Company vs. Baltimore 
& Ohio et al.; case a myrobalans and 
wattle bark (109 I. C. 641-642); p. 1038. 

Iowa Commission vs. oo R. R. of N. J. et 
al.; case 15225; also I. and S. 2317, coal 
from Niagara frontier to points in w. rT. 
L. —" coal (109 I. C. C., 273-285); 
p. ks 

Iron and steel between New Jersey and New 
England points; I. and S. 2219 (107 I. C. C., 
83); p. 145. 

Jackson Paper Co. vs. A. G. . et al.; case 
760). 'p ty eens paper (104 I. C. C., 758- 

pate Trac Bureau, for Binswanger & 
Co., vs. St. L.-S. F. et al.; case 16137; win- 


dow glass reparation (107 I. C. GC.) 383- 
384); p. 424. 
Jessup & Moore Paper Co. vs. B. & $ et 


al.; case 16816; as paper (112 I. C. 

C., 174-176); p. 1255. 
Jones, F. M., et al. vs. P. R.; case 14852; 

bicycles (107 I. C. C., 483- why bP. 424, 

Jonesville Milling Co. vs. N. Cc. et al.; 
one een grain (109 I. C., %G., 601-603) ; 
Pp. 

Kalamazoo Chargber of Commerce et al. vs. 
C. & O. et al.; case 15698; (Also Sub. No. 1 
Grand Rapids Ass’n. of Commerce vs. 
Same); coal (107 I. C. 9. 4 oer p. 214. 

Kansqas Commission vs. A. F. et al.; 
sar i i coal (112 I, C. *a* 335. 238); pp. 

mane _ ee & Gulf Ry., investiga- 
tion of; case 17109; discontinued (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1702. 

Kellogg, Spencer, & Sons, Inc., vs. D L 
& W. et al.; case 13229; flaxseed (mimeo- 
graphed ); p. 1701. 

Keokuk Shippers’ Association vs. B. & ° 
et lg ; case 15833; moulding sand (109 I 
C. C., 346-350); p. 1034. 












case 16649; brick reparation (107 I. ¢. C., 

381-382); p. 423. 

Reliance Brick Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. et al.; 
ay, Oe rae face brick (mimeographed); 
Pp. 4 

Rice from Arkansas, Louisiana and Texas 
to Western Trunk Line and Central ter- 
ee I. and S. 2453 (104 I. C. C., 681- 

P. 
Richmond Fattator Co. vs. N. N. H. & 
core sand 109” s G 


H.; case 16653; 
497- 500); p. 1037. 

Rich Steel Products Co. vs. S. P. et al.; case 
16428; lawn —— reparation (109 ei Cc. 
oe 465- -467); p. 1037 

Rickards, E., vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 16783; 
logs (109 Lc. C., 297-299); p. 969 

Rinelli, Samuel, vs. N. Y. c case 16601; 
refrigeration (112 I..C. C., 121-152); p. 1186: 

Rinelli, Samuel, vs. N. Y., N. H. & H. et 
= ‘ecnte 16660; onions " (mimeographed); 

Robinson Milling Co. et al. vs. A. & S. et 
al.; case 17146; wheat bran (109 I. C. C., 
595-597); p. 1086. 

Rockstroh, C. E., & Co., Inc., vs. Cent. of 
Ga. et ’al.; case 17223; imported burlap 
¢1i3 1. -C. C., 409-410); p 1523. 

Rosser & Fitch vs. Director General; 
a dry beans (109 I. C. 
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Roswell Auto Co. vs. A. T. S. F. et al; 
case 16712; automobiles Cor wc <., 555- 


















558); p. 621. 

Rumford Chemical Works et al. vs. N. Y. 
N. & H. et al.; case 16207; baking pow- 
der gf LBS IR, p. 1641. 

Russell, J. W., vs. N. Y. Cc. et al.; case 
16676: coal (109 I. C. C., 193-194); p. 896. 

Sail Mountain Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 






~— asphalt (107 I. C. C., 395- 396); 


p. 42 

Salt, Ludington, Mich., group to Chicago 
and intermediate points; I. and S. 2556 
(112 I. C. C., 255-258): p. 1390. 

Salt from Ohio and West Virginia points to 
Ohio and Indiana points; I. and S. 2499 
(104 I. C. C., 730-734); p. 13. 

Sand, gravel and stone, between W. T. L. 
points, combination rule on; I. and S. 2582 
(133 I. C. C., 281-284); p. 18 88. 

Sandusky Cement Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
ine. 16954; cement (mimeographed); D. 

Saxony Mills vs. Mo. Pac.; case 16607; r - 
ration (107 I. C. C., 649-650); p. 622. ag 

ae ase isht8" Tan Co. vs. A. C. ae 2. 
et a case 69; lumber (1 
553-554); p. 1034 — ee 

eens Rice Milling Co. ve. A. G. 8. et 
al.; case rice overcharge (1 a 
C., 718-720); p. 1112. ptlegeniedie 

Seneca Wire '& Manufacturing Co. vs. B.. & 
O. et al.; case 16100; iron wire (112 I. C. 
C., 95- 97); p. 1187, 

Sherger & ‘Sons et al. vs. B. & M. et al.; 
a granite (109 I. C. C., 555- 556); 

Shores-Mueller Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 16204; fuel oil (mimeographed) ; 
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Sioux City Gas & Electric Co. vs. C. B. & 
Q. et al.; case 16391; petroleum distillate 
(112 I. C. C., 344- 346); p. 1463. 

Sioux Falls Live Stock Exchange et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 15000; cattle, calves, 
— and sheep (109 I. C. C., 501-513); p 

Smith, Richardson & Conroy, Inc., vs. N. Y. 
C. et al.; ; case 17019; canned fruit repara- 
ten C67 ¥. Cc. C., 553- 554); p. 622. 

Soda Products from Syracuse and Solvay, 

._Y., to New York lighterage points; I. 
and S. 2525 (107 I. C. C., 171-174); p. 213. 

South Carolina Produce Assn. vs. A. & R. et 
al.; case 14092; (also Sub-No..1 Beaufort 
Truck Growers’ Assn. vs. same; 14597, Sou. 
Carolina Asparagus Growers’ Association 
vs. Southern et al.; and portions of Fourth 
Section applications Nos. 703, 1573, and 
+ el vegetables (107 I. C. C., 613-626) ; p. 


S. Dakota Commission vs. C. & N. W. et al.: 
case 16270; flaxseed (107 I. C. C., 35-48); 


p 

Southern Agricultural Chemical Corp. vs. 
Cc. C. C. and St. L. et al.; case 15627; 
sepierts acid (109 I. C. C., 227-230); p. 


Southern Class Rate ay eect docket 
13494 (109 I. C. C., 300-345); 1327. 

Southern Steel & Rolling Mill, ies. vs. L. 
& N.; case 16342; ambulance’ axles (109 I. 
C. C., 539-541); p. 1036. 

Southern Menhaden Corp. vs. A. 
case 16135; fish scrap (112 I. ov c * 08: 
110); p. 1187. 

Southern Pacific Co. Atlantic Steamship 
Lines, rates via; fourth section order 9310 
(mimeographed); p. 1327. 

South River Lumber Co. vs. N. and W. et 
al.; case 15842; lumber (109 I. C. C., 173- 
176); vo. 895. 

Speir, George C., & Co., Inc., vs. s. 
et al.; case 16683; cottonseed’ hull ; ty (107 
<. c., 161-164); p. 216. 

Spokane ’& Eastern Railway & Power Co. 
et al. vs.:Spokane, Portland & Seattle et 
al.; case 14089; divisions (109 £ C. C., 713- 
717); p. 1029. 

' Stacy- ‘Merrill Fruit Co. vs. Pere Marquette 
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Stauffer Chemical Co. of Texas vs. H. & B. 
Stauffer 'Chemical Co. of Texas vs. H. & B. 
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et al.; case 16426; 


strawberry reparation 
(112 I. c. C., 


189-190; p. 1332. 
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case 17233; crude sulphur (112 
Ci. 495- -496), p. 1578. 


Ve @t ai.s 
(113-1. C. 


case 16890; refined sulphur 
Cc , 311-312); p. 1463. 
ec. & Bt. 2.3 


case 13934; furniture (91 I. C. C., 27, af- 
firmed); p. 1461. 

Standard Oil Co. of N. Y. vs. St. L.-S. F. 
et al.; case 16518; gas oil claims (also sub- 
Nos. 1, 2 and 3, Same vs. Same)) (112 I. 
C. C.; 217-218); p. 1389. 


Standard Paint Co. et al. vs. A. & V. et 


al.; case 11203; also related cases; pre- 
pared roofing (mimeographed); p. 1644. 
Standard Pipe Line Co. vs. T. P...et al.; 


& 
case 16357; camp outfits (112 I. C. C., 186- 
188); p. 1332. 

Stern-Kauders Co. vs. U. S. War Depart- 
ment, Inland Waterways, Miss.-Warrior 
Service et al.; case 17178; cottonseed lint- 
ers (mimeographed); p. 1644. 

St. Joseph Viscosity Oil Co. vs. Mo. Pac.; 
case 15616; crude oil (109 I. C. C., 286- 
289); p. 969. 

Stone, rough, from St. Louis to Carthage, 
oa I. and S. 2618 (mimeographed); p. 
Storage in transit on import traffic; I. and 
S. 2497 (104 I. C. C., 755-757); p. 13. 
Sturges Co. et al. vs. A. & V. et al.; 
gaa switching (107 I. C. 


case 
C., 136-140); p 












































Sugar from Key West to Jacksonville; 
fourth sect., ap. 12662 (112 I. C. C., 347- 
349); p. 1523. 


Sulphur from Baltimore to Hamilton, Ont.; 
I. and S. 2591 (112 I. C. . 485-487): p. 1524. 

Summit Grain Co. vs. C., & St. P. et al.; 
ae 17039; corn (109 I. ry C., 763-764); p 

Sunny Brook Distillery Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 16203; whiskey (107 I. C. C., 77- 
80); p. 214. 

Swietzer, Nathan, Co. 
General; case 16606; 
663-666); p. 1185. 


et al. vs. Director 
icing (109 I. Cn 


Swift & Co. vs. G. N. et al.; case 13852; 

hogs (109 I. C. C., 733-739); p. 1112. 

Swift & Co. et al. vs. Grand Trunk of Can- 
ada et al.;: case 15180; sheep (109 I. C. C., 
45); p. 757. 

Swift & Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 17113; 
humidors (mimeographed); p. 1644. 

Swiftsure Petroleum Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; 
case 16894; crude oil (107 I. C. C., 637-638); 


p. 622. 

Tamms Silica Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 14992; iron ore reparation (109 I. C. 
C., 618-620); p. 1112. 


Taylor, A. W., vs. N. Y. C. & St. L.; case 
16038; —— stone (109 I. C. C., 441- 
443); 970. 

Taylor, a. D.,. Ce... Tnc., et al. vs. P. KR. BR. 
et pone case 16752; steel (mimeographed) ; 
p. 


Taylor, J. P., Co., Inc., vs. Southern; case 
16940: reconsignment charges (109 I. C. 
oa 431-433); p. 897. 

Tenn. Electric Power Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 16937; transformer cores (112 I. C. C., 
491-494) p. 1644. 

Tenn. Overall Co. vs. Southern et ’al.; case 
16994; cotton denim (mimeographed); p. 

Texas Co. vs. T. & P. et al.; case 16041; 
gasoline (107 I. C. C., 147-150); p. 217. 


Thames, J. R.. vs. A. & N. W. et al.; case 
16477; lumber’ reconsignment (mimeo- 
graphed); pv. 1704 











Thoeming. H. G., and Co., vs M. St. P. & 
S. Ste. M. et al.; case 16025; potatoes (107 
I. C. C., 658-660): p. 897. 

Thomnson, Weinman, & Ca, Inc.. va. HN. ¥. 
N. H. & H. et al.; case 16958; ground 
limestone (112 I. C. C., 65-66); p. 1185. 

Thompson, Weinman & Co., Ine., vs. W. & 
A. et al.; case 16571; limestone (112 I. C. C., 
395-396); p. 1523. 

Threefoot Bros. & Co. vs. G. M. & N. et. 
al.; aeee 17064; cotton (mimeographed) ; 
p. ‘17 

Tomahawk Kraft Paper Co. vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 15705; pulp wood (109 I. C. C. 
517-526); p. 1034 

Towérs Hardware Company vs. Pennsylva- 
nia et al.: case 16895; window glass (109 
t €. 651-652): p. 1038. 

Train service, in re, on line of Northern Pa- 
cific between Beach. N. D., and Oliie, 
me case 17983 (112 I. C. 2 191-196); 


p. 1253. 
Twin Cities-Head of the Lakes Joint Pas- 
senger Train Service; case 17876 (107 I. C. 


C., 493-496); p. 424. 
Twin Cities and Head of the Lakes a 


Passenger Service; case 17876 (112 I. C. 
403-404), p. 1524. 

Union Metal Manufacturing Co. vs. A. C. & 
> oe: F nee case 16751; metal columns (109 
I. C. C., 490-492); p. 1036. 


United Central Oil Corp. vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; 
—. 16435; petroleum (107 I. C. C., 1-3); 


p. 353. 

United Chemical & Organic Products Co. 
et al. vs. Ind. Harbor Belt et al.; case 
11105; spotting reparation (mimeo- 

graphed); p. 1705. 











U. S. Finishing Co. vs. N. N. H. & H; 
= 17127; coal (107 I. C. Ye. 412-414); p, 
Universal Paper Bag Co. vs. Maine Centra] 
et al.; case 14103; wrapping paper (107 J], 

C. C., 661-664); p. 623. 

Valley Paving & ‘Construction Co. vs. Erie 
al.; case 16755; wheel crane (109 I. C. ¢ 
255-257); p. 969. 

Vickers, J. A., vs. A. T. & S. F.; canc 15883; 
polo ponies (107 I. C. C., 575- 576); P-: 622. 
Vincennes Refining Co. vs. C. & E. I. et al.; 
case 16977; sulphuric aicd (109 I. C. C, 

25-26); p. 623. 

Wagner Blectric Corp. vs. Director General; 
case a starters and transformers (113 
I. C. 57- 58); p. 1183. 

Walla Walls County Farm Bureau et al. vs, 
N. P. et al.; case 15759; grain and products 
(107 I. C. C., 110-126); p. 146. 

Warren Bros. Co. vs. S. P.; case 15843; as- 
phalt (112 I. C. C., 87-91); p. 1186. 

Warren, M. W., Coke Co. vs. A. T. & S FB 


et al.; case 15363; coke (112 I. C. C.. T1- 
85); p. 1189. 

Was-Cott Corp. vs. K. G. J. & E. et al; 
case 16220; beverages (109 I. C. C., 468- 
472); p. 1035. 

Wasmuth-Endicott Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. et 


al.; case 14799; kitchen cabinets (107 I. C. 

C., 588-590); p. 619. 

Watab Paper Co. vs. N. P. et al.; case 16229; 
pulpwood (107 I. C. C., 131-135); p. 216. 

Watters-Tonge Lumber Co. vs. A. Aig St. A. 
Bay et al.; case 16317; lumber (109 I. C, 
C., 598- 600); p. 1034. 

Wellsville Fire Brick Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 15570; fire brick (112 I. C. C,, 
98- 100) ; p. 1186. 

Werner, Samuel, Inc., et al. vs. Director- 
en case 15932; caretakers’ fare (107 
I. C. C., 363-366); p. "424. 

Wertheim Coal & *Coke Co. vs. Lehigh Val- 
ley: case 5265; coal (mimeographed); p. 
1701. 

West Coast Lumbermen’s Ass’n et al. vs. 
A. & S. et al.; case 13211; lumber (104 I.C. 
C., 695-704); p. 143. 

West-Cullem "Paper Go: et. al. va. A..F. € 

S. F. et al; case 15040; newsprint 


(mimeographed) : p: 1705. 

Western Brick Co. et al. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
case 15061; brick differentials (107 I. C. C., 
245-252); p. 422. 

Western Brokerage Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 16507; unshelled peanuts (112 I. C. C.. 
103-107); p. 1185. 

Western Indiana Gravel Co. vs. N. Cc. & 
St. L. et al.; case 15559; sand 108 3S 
C., 727-732); p. 1114. 

Western Paper Makers’ Chemical Co. vs. 
Ann Arbor et al.; case 15519; returned 
=r drums (109 I. C. C., 183-139); p. 

Western Paper Makers’ Chemical Co. vs. G. 
& S. I. et al.; case 16953; batting dross 
(112 I. C. C.,; 221-2323): pn. 1390. 

Wheat and its products, export rates on, 
Montana to north Pacific ports; I. and S 
2380; also case 14572, Montana Commission 
hag A. & P. et al. (107 I. C. C., 276-290); 
Dp. 5 


White Eagle Oil & Refining Co. vs. D. & R. 
G. et al.; case 16544; petroleum products 
(mimeographed); Dp. 1641. 

White Star Refining Co. vs. A. T.' &.8 7 
et al.; case 16711; oil and gasoline (109 I 
ce c, 577-578); p. 1036. 

Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
A. & V. et al.; case 15635; vegetables 
(109 I. C. C., 368-878); p. 966. 

Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 16351 and a sub- 
number; wrapping paper (112 I. C. C., 
67-70); p. 1186. 

Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
A. & V. et al.; case 16390; cast iron pipe 
and fittings (mimeographed) p. 1578 

Wichita Motor Co. vs. A. V. et al.; case 
13026; freight vehicles (107 I..C. C., 585- 
586); p. 622. 

Wilhoit Refining Co. vs. F. 
al.; case 16847; crude oil Aaa ‘LL & ** aos 
227); p. 1332. 

Williamson Chamber of Commerce Traffic 
Bureau vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; case 15906; 
also 15943, Persinger Hardware F ge Fur- 
niture Co. et al. vs. B. and et al.; 
class and commodity (107 I. o Me 639- 
648); p. 685. 

Williams, C. K.. & Co. vs. L. V. et al.; case 
i copperas (112 I. C. C., 171- 173); p. 


Williams, J. B.. Co. vs. Cent. New England 


et al.; case 16904; red oil (112 I. C. C., 
158-160) ; p. 1253. 
Wilson & Co. vs. Director General; case 


12062; also 11467, Swift & Co. vs. Same; 
11540, Armour & Co. vs. Same, and 11521, 
Swift & Co. vs. Same; switching charges 
(107 I. C. C., 580-584); p. 620. 

Winona Association of Commerce vs. Rock 
Island * al.; case 16636; pyrethrum flow- 
ers (109 I C. C., 648- 650); p. 1038. 

hel ary Tron and Metal Co. vs. G. St. P. 

& O. et al.; case 15671; scrap iron (104 
L ec. C., 710-712); p. 14. 

Woodhead Lumber Co. vs. Pac. Electric Ry. 
Co.; case 16824; imported cement (104 I. C. 
C., 751-752); p. 71. 
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Wright Lumber Co., Inc.,. vs. Ann Arbor et 
al.; case 16663; compoboard (112 I. C. C., 
337-340); p. 1463. 

Zaring, C. W., & Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
case 16991; canned vegetables (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1704, 


Demurrage; pp. 18, 250, 432, 490, 505, 708, 1271, 
1362, 1402, 1686, 1736. 

Diversion and reconsignment; series by G. 
Lloyd Wilson; pp. 

Divisions; pp. 419, 1266, 1344, 1538, 1655. 

Draft gear study; p. 950. 

Drissler, F. P.; traffic education; p. 1364. 

Dunne, J. V.; traffic education; p. 1250. 

a class rates; pp. 760, 1191, 1251, 1279, 


EDITORIAL 


Agricultural profits; p. 679. 

Associated Traffic Clubs of America; p. 959. 
Brookhart and Cummins; p. 1571. 

Carrier’s rate of return; p. 65. 

Coal regulation by .I. C. C.; p. 481. 
Commission appointments; pp. 7, 137, 281, 891. 
Commission, criticism of; p. 611. 
— proposals to reorganize; pp. 7, 


Competition, not destruction; p. 415. 

Congress and the railroads; p. 347. : 

Congressional rate expert, A; pp. 611, 747. 

Consolidation of railroads; p. 747, 1573. 

Fourth Section Decision; p. 745. 

Gooding bill; pp. 817, 891, 1571. 

Hoch-Smith resolution; pp. 139, 817. 

Hoover on waterways; p. 819. 

Intercoastal rate regulation; pp. 1515, 1635. 

Labor board; p. 139. 

Labor bill; p. 551. 

eee barge line annual report; 
p. S 

Motor vehicle regulation; p. 1383. 

—— Industrial Traffic League action; p. 


New railroad labor law; p. 1383. 
Nickel Plate merger; p. 609. 
Panama Canal figures; p. 1457. 
Pullman surcharge; pp. 1517, 1573. 
Railroad consolidation; p. 279. 
Rate structure revision; p. 1455. 
Revenue problem, The; p. 347. 
Ripley on transportation; p. 1323. 
Sane view on transportation, The; pp. 415, 
483, 551, 679. 
Self vs. public interest; p. 207. 
Shipping policy; p. 1023. 
Traffic education; pp. 1105, 1249, 1517. 
Trammel resolution, The; p. 1381. 
Transportation codrdination; p. 889. 
Transportation crisis; p. 1107. 
Unreasoning advocate, The; p. 483. 
War, railroad operation in: p. 1573. 
Waterway program, A; p. 1635. 
Waterway profits: p. 1321. 
Waterways vs. railways; p. 1635. 


ed and economy of management case; 

Embargoes: pp. 11. 22. 188, 284, 506, 579, 796, 
878. 932, 972, 1444, 1476. 

Fmerich, M. A.; Hoch-Smith resolution: p. 449. 

Emmart,. J. A.; changes in wages and work- 
ing conditions of railway employes; p. 175. 

Eauipment. new, condition of, etc.; vp. 24, 
80. 90. 250. 300. 312, 396. 514, 574, 720, 722, 
800. 940, 998, 1137. 1141, 1224, 1278 1306, 1428, 
1458, 1560. 1604, 1720. 

Excess Income; pp. 564, 1027, 1040. 

Explosives: rvles governing shipment of, ete.; 
&. 716, 718, 769, 775, 986, 1058, 1138, 1460, 


er and Import traffic; pp. 106, 238, 376, 
Express, rates, etc.; p. 710. ; 
— and material; rates, etc.; pp. 124, 
Florida rate reduction petition: Dp. 646. 

Florida traffic conditions; p. 21 (see also Em- 

bargoes). 

Forbes, J. H.; waterway development: p. 920. 
—— trade; pp. 390, 713, 858, 1212, 1355, 


Ween Prenpertation news items; pp. 33, 332, 

Forrth section matters: pp. 283, 388. 420, 486, 
684, 697, 749, 774, 862, 932, 934, 971. 1324, 1385, 
1405. 1406. (See also Gooding Bi"l.) 

Fruits and vegetables; shipments of. rates on, 
etc.; pp. 48, 90, 141, 166. 250, 312, 396, 426, 
470, 506, 588, 612, 648, 672, 683. 730. 774, 798, 
821. 866. 913. 936, 989, 1000, 1080, 1137, 1168, 
1182, 1206, 1228, 1272. 1374, 1418, 1444, "1476, 
1535, 1542, 1558, 1560, 1575, 1604, 1662, 1699, 
1736, 1744. 

Furniture, rates on, etc.; p. 1480. 

Gooding fourth section bill; pp. 91. 221. 312, 
363, 365, 444, 446, 501, 578, 644, 697, 773, 841, 
892, 1574. 

Grain and products: rates. ete.: pv. 74, 95, 
118, 450. 464, 502, 1205, 1232, 1278, 1283, 1326, 
1459, 1472, 1498, 1520, 1592. 

Hampton Roads port authority; p. 380. 
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Harris, D. P., Jr.; Testimony in Docket. 17000; 
2 


p. 29. 

Harrison, Fairfax, dispute with A. G. Pat- 
terson; pp. 140; 264. 

Hell Gate Bridge hearing; pp. 580, 651 (see also 
N. Y. Port Authority). 

Hoch-Smith resolution; pp. 126, 153, 156, 305, 
362, 553, 1519, 1576, 1637 (see also Rate In- 
vestigation, general). 

Hodges, P. C.; traffic education; p. 1422. 

Holland, W. M.; praise for railroad; p. 116. 

Holt, E. K.; legible freight bills; p. 376. 

Hoover, Herbert; pp. 10, 12, 314. 

Hopkins, L. W.; traffic education; 1364. 

Illinois Central anniversary; p. 486. 

Industrial Traffic Administration; series by G. 
Lloyd Wilson; pp. 89, 239, 370, 507, 662, 786, 
921, 1063, 1199, 1853, 1485, 1591, 1734. 

Inland Waterways; see rivers, harbors and 
canals. 

Insurance, marine; p. 454. 

Intercoastal shipping and rates; pp. 450, 780, 
1148, 1208, 1286, 1356, 1552, 1601, 1660. 

Interest on government loans to railroads; pp. 
698, 847, 914, 1275, 1349. 

es directorates; pp. 1198, 1250, 1344, 


Intrastate rates; pp. 95, 140, 981, 983, 1053. 

Investigation and suspension orders; pp. 70, 
142, 210, 294, 352, 426, 497, 560,, 623, 718, 760, 
825, 905, 972, 1028, 1116, 1181, 1190, 1258, 
1340, 1402, 1464, 1524, 1589, 1650, 1712. 

Iron and steel; rates on, etc.; pp. 141, 157, 164, 
296, 355, 487, 624, 820, 906, 976, 1110, 1192, 1252, 
1362, 1384, 1470, 1620, 1622. 

Labor Board; pp. 438, 499, 574, 1060, 1144. 

Legislation, railroad; pp. 10, 95, 153, 210, 331, 
361, 364, 444, 446, 448, 484, 485, 501, 555, 573, 
646, 682, 698, 699, 700, 701, 716, 776, 780, 845, 
847, 848, 912, 913, 914, 915, 982, 983, 986, 1049, 
1053, 1138, 1141, 1144, 1203, 1204, 1205, 1275, 
1278, 1345, 1347, 1849, 1350, 1351, 1407, 1409, 
1410, 1411, 1481, 1483, 1484, 1531, 1532, 1586, 
a’ 1589, 1663, 1665, 1667, 1668, 1713, 1714, 
1715. 

Livestock, rates on, etc.; pp. 211, 486, 564, 628, 
714, 722, 1205, 1251, 1368, 1639. 

Loading of revenue freight; pp. 46, 68, 140, 
248, 296, 394, 432, 528, 574, 670, 714, 798, 822, 
893, 938, 964, 1078, 1108, 1228, 1272, 1356, 1442, 
1458, 1538, 1603, 1668, 1720. 

Locomotive inspection; p. 1650. 


LOSS AND DAMAGE DECISIONS. 
a. vs. Mo. Pac. R. R. Co. (Kans.); p. 


— vs. Y. & M. V. R. R. Co. (Miss.); p. 

Amber vs. Davis, Agent, etc. (Mo.); p. 1653. 

American Ry Express Co., Inc., vs, The 
Fashion Shop, Inc. (D. C.); p. 1193. 

American Railway Express Co., vs. Home 
Star Produce Co. (Tex.); p. 24. 

American Ry. Express Co. vs. McGee et 
al. (Ky.): p. 1533. 

American Ry. Express Co. vs. Mobile Im- 
porting & Trading Co. (Ala.); p. 1653. 
American Railway Express Co. vs. Ready 

(Mich.); p. 384. 

Archibald & Lewis Co. vs. Banque Inter- 
— De Commerce et al. (Fed. Ct.); 
Pp. e 

Atlantic Coast Line R. R. Co. vs. Coach- 
man (Fla.); p. 24. 

Berstein vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. et al. 
(Mich.); p. 1602. 

Bibb Mfg. Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. 
(Ga.); p. 1267. 

Bruner vs. G. T. W. Ry. Co. (Ill); p. 694. 

Bowman vs. Northwestern R. R. Co. of S. 
C. (S..C.); p. 511. 

Chicago, R. I. & P. Ry. Co. vs. Haskell 
(Okla.); p. 1717. 

Consolidated Cigar Corp. vs. Corbin et al. 
(Pa.); p. 1072. 

bj vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. Co. (Kans.); p. 


Davis, Jom, vs. Oswald & Taube (Ohio); 

Pp. is 

Di Vice vs. Western Union Telegraph Co. 
“Supply Co. vs. A. 


(N. Y.); p. 1194 

Farmers’ Grain T. & 
S. F. Ry. Co. et al. (Kans.); p. 512. 

Farmers’ Grain & Supply Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. Fe Ry. Co. (Kans.); p. 1717. 

Farmers’ Grain Union vs. Davis, Agent, 
et al. (Kans.); p. 87. 

Farmers’ & Merchants’ Bank of Samson 
vs. American Ry. Exp. Co. (Ala.); p. 167. 

First National Bank vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. 
(Mo.); p. 695. 

First National Bank of Roswell, N. M., v 
McClain, Adams & Co. (Tex.); p. 887. 
Ft. Smith & W. R. R. Co. et al. vs. Syra- 

cuse Portrait Co. (Okla.); p. 1653. 
Galveston, Harrisburg & San Antonio Ry. 
Co. vs. Licata (Tex.); p. 1128. 
a vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. et al. (Ky.); 


p. 907. 

Gerhard & Hey, Inc., vs. Cattaraugus Tan- 
ning Co. (N. Y.); p. 907. 

German vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 
(Mo.); p. 168. 

Glanzer et al. vs. Cunard S. S. Co., Ltd., 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 254. 

Globe & Rutgers Insurance Co. vs. Winter 
Garden Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 695. 
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ae | et al. vs. Wabash Ry. Co. (Mo.); p. 

Gulf, C. & S. F. Ry. Co. vs. Kemper et al. 
(Tex.); p. 1717. 

Gulf, C. & S. F. Ry. Co. vs. Mitchell 
(Tex.); p. 1074. 

Hardison vs. Norfolk Southern R. R. Co. 
(N. C.); p. 1193. 

Harris vs. Western Union Telegraph Co. 
(Tex.); p. 1471. 

Heller-Rickards, Inc., vs. Berla et al. (N. 
J.); p. 1193. 

Hood Rubber Co. vs. Davis, Director-Gen- 
= of Railroads and agent (Mass.); D. 
193. 

Hopkins Brow. Co. ‘i  onamiecal Ry. Ex- 
press Co. e.); Dp. > 

Hurley et al. vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. (Mo.); 


. 1601. 

Ideal Concrete Machinery Co. vs. Western 
Union Telegraph Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 384. 

Illinois cag eo Co. A Horace Tur- 
ner Corp. ed. > De + 

Interstate Window Glass Co. vs. N. Y., N. 
H. & H. R. R. Co. (Conn.); p. 1653. 

Kershaw Oil Mill vs. Northwestern R. R. 
Co. of S. C. (S. C.); p. 384. ; 

King vs. G. H. & S. A. Ry Co. et al. (Tex.); 
. 837. 

Kirby vs. American Ry Exp. Co. (Wash.); 
p. 511. 

Lancaster et al. vs. Boston Store et al. 
Tex.); p. 1653. 

a Ps al. vs. Norfolk-Southern R. R. 
Co. (N. C.); p. 1267. 

: s Western Union Telegraph Co., 
N. C.); p. 435. 

4 oa Co. vs. International Nav. Co., 
Ltd., et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1341. 

Louisville & Nashville R. R. Co. vs. Bash- 
insky, Case & Co. (Ala.); p. 694. ° 

Louisville & Nashville R. R. Co. vs. Long 
(Ala.); p. 23. 

Louisville & pneeente T., R. Co. et al. vs. 
Schaeffer (Ky.); D. A 

McDaniel vs. A. C. L. Ry. (N. C.);_p._ 87. 

as ae Fe gy “ae vs. T. & N. O. 
R oO. ex.); Dp. > 

McMahen, ie. a Sons, vs. L. & N. R. R. 
Co. (Ala.); DP. ; 

Mattison, R. Ti. R Co. Inc., vs. Barrett 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 837. , 

Manby vs. Union Pac. R. R. Co. (Fed. .)3 
. 1074. 

Middleton & Po vs, A. C. lL. R. R. Co. 
S. C.); Pp. a 

Misoutt Pacific R. R. Co. vs. Block (Ark.); 


. 1533. i 
Missouri Pacific R. R. Co. vs. Guest (Tex.); 


. 1128. 
Missouri Pacific R. R. Co. vs. Wellborn & 
Walls (Ark.); p. 1072. 
Moor vs. Sou. Pac. Co. (Ga.); p. 1654. 
Morley Cypress Co. vs. Hines, Director- 
General of Railroads (La.); p. 1267. 
Morrow et al. vs. Wabash Ry. Co. (Mo.); 
16 


. 168. 

Mourer et al vs. Wabash Ry. Co. (Mo.); 
p. 1267. 

Myers vs. Texas Land & Development Co. 
et al. (Tex.); p. 1717. 
New Iberia National Bank vs. Teche Can- 
ning & Syrup Co. et al. (La.); p. 435. ; 
Nigh vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry Co. (Mo.); Pp. 
168. 

Novris vs. (Tex.); PD. 
1127. 

Panhandle F. Ry Co. vs. Andrews 
Tex); p. 577. 

Panhandle & S. F. Ry. Co. vs. Lockhart 
Tex.); p. 254. 

Pushendie’ & © ae Ry. Co. vs. Parrish et 
1. (Tex.); p. - 

ete hh, o" Co. vs. Snodgrass 
et al. (Tex.); p. 4 

Parker Corn yg Cc. B. & Q. R. R. Co. 
Kans.); p. 1 5 

Powell co al. vs. a Union Telegraph 
Co. (N. C.); Dp. ; 

weania et al vs. Cady et al (Fed. Ct.); p. 

5. 

Richard, H. P., & Sons vs. Director-Gen- 
eral of Railroads (La.); p. 1533. 

Ritchie vs. = Short Line R. R. Co. 
Idaho); p. 1471. 

Rubin vs. ——— R. R. Co. of S. C. 
(S. C.); p. ; 

Rudy vs. Cc. C. C. & St. L. Ry Co. (Mo.); 


p. 634. 

Saffa vs. Ill. Cen. R. R. Co. (Mo.); p. 770. 

Savage vs. Western Union Telegraph Co. 
(Kans.): p. 837. 

Schaff vs. Roach (Okla.); p. 1128. 

eu-ry ey xr af gn vs. J. E. Bow- 
en 0. a.); p. 3 

Seaboard Air Line Ry. Co. vs. McWhorter 
(Ala.); p. 1653. 

Shaffer vs. American Railway Express Co. 
(Mo.); p. 1717. 

Shier vs. American Ry. Express Co. (Mich.); 


Lancaster et al. 


. 1654, 
Siegel et al. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co. 
(Iowa); p. 1267. 


duce Co. vs. Norfolk South- 
ern R. R. Co. (Va.); p. 1341. 

Southern Ry. Co. vs. Standard Growers’ 
Exchange (Ga.); p. 167. 

Strickland vs. American Nat’l _Bank of 
Nashville, Tenn. (Ga.); n. 301.;;.. . 

Texas & Pacific Ry. Co. vs. Becek-Mottox 
Brokerage (Co. (Tex.); p. 770. +r 


Southern 
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C- i. & Bt. P. By. Co. 
(Mass.); p. 1127. 

Up, is. o, & Co, ic. ve. A C. Ea R. 

R. Co. (Va.); p. 1193. 

berg vs. American Ry. Exp. Co. (N. C.); 


Weatherford, M. W. & N. W. Ry. Co. vs. 
King (Tex.); p. 1074. 

Western Union Telegraph Co. vs. Bowlen 
et al. (Tex.); p. 1128 


Thurman vs. 

































Western Union Telegraph Co. vs. Brooks 
(Tex.); B 837. 

Western nion Telegraph Co. vs. Cates 
(Tex.); p. 1654. 

Western Union Telegraph Ne —_ 7 


Davis Cotton Co. (Ark.); , * 

Western Union Telegraph Co. = * Gardner 
et al. (Tex.); p. 512. 

Western Union Telegraph Co. vs. 
(Tenn.); p. 1471. 

Western Union Telegraph Co. vs. Hice et 
al. (Tex.); p. 1718. 

Western Union Telegraph Co. vs. Jacobs 
(Tex.); p. 1193. 

Western Union Telegraph Co. vs. Lambert 
(Miss.); p. 770. 

Western Union Telegraph Co. vs. Wheeler. 
(Okla.); p. 1602. 

Western Weighing & Inspection Bureau et 
al. vs. Armstrong (Tex.); p. 1341. 

Will, William C., Co., Inc., vs. Can. Nat’l 
Ry. Co. et al. (Fed. "Ct.): p. 1193. 

Williams et al vs. New York, Pp. & N. Ry. 
Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1471. 

Wood & Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. (Ill.); 


Yazoo & M. V. R. R. Co. vs. M. Lewy & 
Sons (Miss.); p. 511. 


Green 

























Luckenbach Steamship Co.; case to compel. 
interchange at New Orleans; p. 1599. 
Lumber; shipments, rates, etc.; pp. 22, 86, 88, 
166, 242, 312, 314, 396, 462, 506, 578, 581, 660, 
720, 798, 866, 936, 1000, 1078, 1110, 1129, 1228, 
rity 1374, 1405, 1418, 1484, 1548, 1604, 1668, 
McDaniel, C. E.; stocks, sales and shipments; 
p 
McLaughlin; Hoch-Smith resolution; p. 450. 
— E. J.; presidents as witnesses; p. 
Manske, Ervin; Traffic club dues; p. 245. 
—" T. B.; Commerce act amendment; p. 
F Medford, W. T.; traffic education; p. 1457. 
Metric system of weights and measures; p. 
351, 699. 
Miller, F. F.; 




























traffic education; p. 1518. 


MINOR COMMISSION ORDERS 


Acme Brick Co. et al. vs. A. & S. et al.; 
case 15738; supplemental order; p. 1258. 
Amos, C. L., Coal Co. vs. Lehigh Valley et 

al.; case 16555; case reopened; p. 1394. 

Arizona Hay Traffic Assn. vs. A. E. R. R. 
et al.; case 15775; supplemental orders; 
pp. 906, 1190, 1651. 

Armour & Co. vs. Director-General, as agent; 
case 11540; reparation authorized; p. 1115. 

Associated Oil Co. et al. vs. Ariz. Eastern 
et al.; case 13840; order modified; p. 1711 
and associated cases. 

Automatic train control devices, in the mat- 
ter of; case 13413; order modified; pp. 74, 
142, 294, 350, 425, 489, 560, 624, 760, 836, 
906, 1257, 1394, 1463, 1527, 1651, 1711. 

Babbitt Bros. Trading’ Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 14648; order amended; p. 1115. 

Baxter, J. H., & Co., ni Sou. Pac. Co.; case 
16686; 1 ane ‘reopened; 962. 

Beggs & Cobb et al.,vs. Pe. & M. et al.; case 
15749; case reopened; p. 718. 

Blackshear Manufacturing CH we A. CoB. 
et al.; case 13514; order amended; p. 962. 

Bloom, Zz F., & Co., vs. Director-General, 
as agent, M. & W. R. R. R. et al.; case 
12556; case reopened; p. 142. 

Boulder, Colo., Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 16217; order modi- 
fied; p. 489. 

Burlington Shippers’ Assn. and Southeastern 
Iowa Retail Lumbermen’s Assn. vs. Santa 
Fe et al.; case 14494 and sub-No. 1; ef- 
fective date postponed; p. 835. 

Cairo Syrup Co. vs. Indiana Harbor Belt 
R. a et al.; case 16432; order modified; 
DP. : 

Casper, Wyo., Chamber of Commerce vs. C. 
& N. W. et al.; case 15200; also I. & S. 
1983; order modified: p. 1464. 

Class ‘rates pera Mont., Neb., S. D. and 
Wyo. points; I. & S. No. "1983; order modi- 
fied; p. 1464. 

Cheese from Iowa, Minnesota & Wisconsin 
to Illinois and Wisconsin; I. & S. No. 
2444; case reopened; p. 1044. 

Chicago Board of Trade vs. Santa Fe et al; 
— 15511; order modified; pp. 624, 1115, 

Clements Paper Co. et al. vs. Tenn. Cent. 
ign A al.; case 16216; supplemental order; 
p 

Coal, anthracite, rates, charges, regulations 
and practices governing transportation of; 

,case 21; supplemental order; p. 1394. 
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Commission Reguladora del Mercado de 
Herequer vs. Director-General, as agent; 
case 13032; order amended; p. 15. 

Cudahy Packing Co. vs. Director-General, 
- ee case 15548; case reopened; p. 

Deshler Broom Factory et al. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 16076; order modified; p. 142. 

Des Moines, Greater, Committee, Inc., et al. 
vs. Director-General, as agent, Ark. Cent. 
R. sis” al.; case 12506; order amended; 
Pp. 

Erikson, V., et al., vs. Ann Arbor et al.; case 
16070; case reopened; p. 490. 

Federal Match Corp. vs. Gt. Nor. et al.; 
cane 15770; case reopened; pp. 490, 1044, 


339 
Forbes, E. E., & Sons, Piano Co. vs. A. G. 
S. et al.; case 15895; case reopened; p. 


490. 

Ft. Smith, Subiaco & Rock Island R. R. vs. 
A. & V. Ry. et al.; case 13850 and sub-No. 
1; effective date postponed; p. 1190. 

Freeman, W. R., and C. Boettcher, as re- 
ceivers of the D. & S. L. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 13393; order amended; p. 142. 

Glidden’ Co., The, vs. Ill. Cent. R. R.; case 
15936; order modified; p. 1527. 

Haas, W. D., & Co. vs. Director-General, 
as agent; case 16071; case reopened; p. 294. 

Hagerstown Chamber of Commerce _ vs. 
West. Md. et al.; case 12726; case reopened; 
p. 293 and associated cases. 

Indiana, rates, fares and charges; case 11894; 
case reopened; p. 425. 

Indian Refining Co. vs. Big Four; case 15822; 
also 15394; Best Foods, Inc., vs. Cent. R. R. 
of N. J. et al.; case reopened; p. 74. 

Iowa Board of Railroad Commissioners vs. 
Central R. R. Co. of N. ‘. a 15225; ef- 
fective date postponed; p. 

Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Divisions; 
case 13668; order modified; p 350. 

Keokuk Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. = & O. 
et al.; case 15833; order modified; p. 1463. 

Lone Star Gas Co. vs. Santa tg et A 3; case 
16161 and sub-Nos. 1 and 2; report cor- 
rected; p. 1043. 

Maricopa County Farm Bureau et al. vs. 
A. & S. et al.; case 15072; effective date 
postponed; p. 4394. 

Mason City Brick & Tile Co. vs. James C. 
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Warren, M. W., Coke Co. vs. Santa Fe et 
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Western Brick Co. et al. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
case 15061; order modified; p. 759; re- 
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MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS 


Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Ry. Co., et 
al. vs. State et al. (Okla.); p. 386. 

Baltimore & Ohio R. R. Co., et al. vs. 
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Cannon Ball Transp. Co., vs. Public Util- 
ities Commission of Ohio (Ohio); p. 435. 
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case 16304; order modified; p. 760. 
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case 14150; also 14970; Texas Cottonseed 
Crushers’ ‘Assn. et al. vs. Same; order 
amended} p. 716. 
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Los Angeles & Salt Lake R. R. Co., vs. 
United’ States (Fed. Ct.); p. 435. 

Lothrop vs. S. P. & S. Ry Co.; Same vs. 
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Same vs. Sou. Pac, Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 990. 

McCaffney Bros. Co., vs. -C. B. & Q. R. R. 
Co. (Nebr.); p. 989. 

Maron & Eastern R. R. Co., vs. Mo. Pac. 
R. R. Co., et al. (Iil.); p. 87. 

Milwaukee Electric Ry. & Light Co., vs. 
Milwaukee County (Wisc.); p. 301. 
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Sioux Falls Live Stock Exchange et al. vs. 
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p. 1394. 

South Carolina Produce Assn. vs. A. & R. 
et al.; case 14092, sub-No 1, and associated 
cases; case reopened; Pp. 1394. 

South Dakota Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al.; case 
16270; effective date postponed; pp. 559, 
1712; order modified, 624. 

Southern Kansas Grain & Grain Products 
Assn, vs. C..R. I. & P. Ry.; case ‘wo and 
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opened; 1339. 
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1464; reopened; p. 1651. 

Tallulah Cotton Oil Co., J. V. Wright, lessee, 
vs. A. & V. et al.; case 17261; also 15501: 
Southland Cotton Oil Co. et‘al. vs. A. & V. 
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Texas Live Stock Shippers’ Protective 
League et al. vs. James C. Davis, Direc- 
tor-General, A. & S. et al.; case 12358, and 

associated cases; reopened; p. 294. 
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16715; p. 78. 

National Tinsel Manufacturing Co. vs. C. & 
N. W. et al.; case 17266; p. 1338. 

Nebraska Cement Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 17133; p. 767. 

Needy, J., & Co. et al. vs. B. & O.; case 
17148: p. 1579. 

New England Paper & Pulp Traffic Ass’n 
et i Maine Central et al.; case 16849; 
Pp. " 

New Jersey -Lumbermen’s Committee vs. A. 

L. et al.; case 16457; p. 975. 

New York & Pennsylvania Co. vs. D. & H. 
et al.; case 17502; p. 1260. 

Nichols & Cox Lumber Co. vs. T. S. & M. 
Ry. Co. and a sub-number, Same vs. 
Same; case 16918; p. 768. 

Nooney J., & Co., Inc., vs. Pa. et al.; case 
17061; p. 78. 

Nooney, J., & Co., Inc., vs. Pennsylvania et 
al.; case 17262; p. 1469. 

Norris Fertilizer Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; case 
17056; p. 691. 

North Ontario Packing Co. et al. vs. Ore.- 
Wash. R. R. & Navigation Co. et al.; case 
16882; p. 899. 

Northrup, King & Co. vs. a. T. & S. Fe. et 
al.; case 17289; p. 1525. 

Northwestern Fruit Exchange vs. Erie; case 
16869; p. 290. 

Northwestern Fruit Exchange vs. Spokane 
International et al.; case 16917; p. 430. 
Northwestern Leather Co. Trust et al. vs. 

M. & O. et al.; case 17226; p. 1467. 

Nuckolls Packing Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 17292; p. 900. = 

Ohio Farm Bureau Federation et al. vs. N. 
& W.; case 17187; p. 829. 

Oklahoma Millers’ League vs. A. & M. et 
al.; case 15026; p. 1466. 






































































































al.; case 17142; p. 1123. 
Oklahoma Portland Cement Co. et al. vs. 
D. & R. G. W. et al.; case 15151; p. 975. 
Oil Well Improvements Co. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 16433; p. 691. 

Oleson, Ole K., vs. A. G. S. et al.; case 
17169; p. 764. 

Olivitt Brothers, Inc., vs. N. & P. B. L. et 
al.; case 16907; p. 829. 

Omaha Grain Exchange vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 17222; p. 1527. 

Orgill Brothers & Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. et 
al.: case 17353; p. 767. 

Pacific Tank & Pine Co. et al. vs. Sou. Pac. 
et al.; case 16491: p. 1467. 

Palmer, E. C., & Co., Ltd., vs. C. G. W. et 
al.; case 16919; p. 691. 

Paragan Refining Co. vs. A. & S.; case 
15636; p. 975. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 16465; p. 1468. ° 

Parlor Frame Manufacturers’ Ass’n vs. Ann 
Arbor et al.; case 14234; p. 1261. 

Pearlstone Mill & Elevator Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 17203; p. 1123. 

Peerless Woolen Mills vs. A. T. & N. et al.; 
case 17345; p. 430. 

Pendleton & Gilkey vs. M. R. L. & M. et 
al.; case 17497; p. 1709. 

Peninsular Stove Co. vs. Mich. Cent. et al.; 
case 17075; p. 690. 


Peninsular Telephone Co. vs. Southern et 
al.; case 17512; p. 1709. 

Pensacola Cooperage Co. vs. L. & N.; case 
16934; p. 430. 

Peppard, J. G., Seed Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 16952; p. 1120. 

Persinger Hardware & Furniture Co. vs. N. 
Y. C. et al.; case 17180; p. 562. 


Peters, M. C., Mill Co. vs. Director General, 
as agent; case 17344; p. 1465. 

Peters, M. C., Mill Co. vs. Lehigh Valley et 
al.; case 15927; p. 766. 

Petroleum Oils Corp. et al. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 16970; p. 1710. 

Petroleum Products Co. vs. G. H. & S. A. 
et al.; case 16467; p. 768. 

Peyton Packing Co. vs. A. & S. et al.; case 
15028; p. 1339. 

Pfister & Vogel Leather Co. vs. Erie “et al.; 
case 17355; p. 430. 

Pine & Cypress Manufacturing Co. vs. L. & 
N. et al.; case 17795; p. 1709. 

Pioneer Oil & Refining Co. vs. S. A. S. et 
al.; case 15352; p. 220. 

Planters’ Cotton Oil Mill vs. Y. & M. -V.; 
case 17350; p. 767. 

Portland Linseed Oil Works, Inc., vs. Great 
Nor. et al.; case 15871: p. 975. 

Portland Linseed Oil Works, Inc., vs. Gt. 
Nor. et al.; case 15872; p. 975. 

Providence Fruit & Produce Exchange et 
al. vs. B. & M. et al.; case 17660; p. 1262. 

Providence Fruit & Produce Exchange vs. 
~ Y., N. H. & H. et al.; case 16159; p. 
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Ransom, John B., & Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 17162; p. 1121. ; 

Reliance Brick Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. et al.; 
case 16543; p. 766. 

Republic Creosoting Co. vs. Ala. Gt. Sou. et 
al.; case 17518; p. 1707. 

Richmond Radiator Co. vs. C. & N. W. et 
al.; case 17581; p. 1122. 

Rising, B. D., Paper Co. vs. N. Y., N. H. & 
H. et al.; case 16798; p. 903. 

Rockstroth, C. E., & Co., Inc., vs. Cent. of 
Ga. et al.; case 17223; p. 691. 

Rohan, Andrew, Co. et al. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 16813; p. 627. 

Rome Metallic Bedstead Co. vs. B. & A. et 
al.; case 17145; p. 690. . 

Russell, J. W., vs. G. T. W. et al.; case 
16690; p. 79. 

Russell Grain Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; case 
17130; B: 356. 

Russell-Heckle Seed Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; 
case 17760; p. 1525. 

Russell, The Coal Man, vs. C, C. C. & St. L. 
et al.; case 17794; p. 1648. 

St. Louis-San Francisco et al. vs. Nor. Ala. 
et al.; case 11636; p. 1710. 

Salt cases; I. & S. 2414, I. & S. 2450, Dockets 
17011, 17070, 17218, 17347, and Fourth Sec- 
tion Applications 698 and others; p. 492. 

Salt from New York points to Eastern New 
England and Canadian points; I. & S. No. 
2440; also 14250, Diamond Crystal Salt Co. 
et al. vs. A. & R. R. Co. et al.; case 14250; 
and 16695, International Salt Co. et al. vs. 
A. & St. L. R. R. Co. et al.; p. 763. 

Sanderson Cyclone Drill Co. vs. Pennsylva- 
nia; case 15307; p. 1121. 

Sandusky Cement Co. vs. Pa. et al.; case 
16954; p. 78. 

Savannah Traffic Bureau, Inc., vs. Savan- 
nah & Atlanta and its receivers; case. 
16016; p. 902. 

Schneider, George Adam, vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 17110; p. 829. 

Scoular-Bishop Co. vs. A. T. & S. Fe.; case 
17327; p. 1467. 

Seaboard Live Stock Traffic Bureau et al. 
vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; ease 16922; p. 1121. 
Security Cement & Lime Co. vs. B. & O. et 

al.; case 16619; p. 901. 
a Co. vs. C. M. & St. P.; case 17341; 


p. 1261. 

Sewell Valley R. R. Co. vs. C. & O.; case 
14012; p. 691. 

Sheffield Co. vs. Birmingham Southern et 
al.; case 16692; p. 431. 

Sherman & Reed vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; 
case 17379; p. 1261. 

Shores-Mueller Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 16204; p. 1039. 

Simonins’, C. F., Sons vs. C. I. & W. et 
al.; case 17339; p. 149. 

Sinclair Crude Oil Producing Co. vs. A. T. 
& S. Fe. et al.; case 16451 and cases joined 
therewith; p. 77. 

Sinclair Crude Oil Purchasing Co. vs. C. & 
A. et al.; case 16696, and two sub-num- 
bers thereunder; p. 1335. 

Sinclair Wyoming Oil Co. vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 16148; p. 1262. 

Sioux City Gas & Electric Co. vs. C. B. & 
Q. et al.; case 16391; p. 290. 

Smith, J. Hungerford, Grape Juice Co. vs. 
A. G. S. et al.; case 12400 (Sub. No. 1); p. 


1260. 

Smith Oil & Refining Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al.; case 17495; p. 1711. 

Smith, Stuart S., Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 17227; p. 902. 

Somerville Iron Works et al. vs. Central R. 
a New Jersey et al.; case 17320; p. 

Sonoca Products Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 17323; p. 493. 

South Carolina Penitentiary et al. vs. A. & 
R. et al.; case 17099; p. 1121. 

South Dakota Independent Oil Jobbers’ 
hay 2 vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 16309; 
Pp. \ 

Southern Agricultural Chemical “orp. vs. A. 
& V. et al.; case 16719; p. 1468. 

Southern Agricultural Chemical Co. vs. Big 
Four et al.; case 15627; p. 1339. 

Southern Clay Manufacturing Co. vs. A. G. 
S. et al.; case 17452; p. 903. 

Southern Glass Co. vs. G. H. & S. A. et al.; 
case 17409; p. 1263. 

Southern Kansas Grain & Grain Products 
A. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.;- case 17159; 
Pp. a 

Southern Mirror Co. vs. Southern Ry. et al.; 
case 16866; p. 1260, 

Southern Sewer Pipe Works vs. L. & N., 
and a sub-number, Chattanooga Sewer 
Pipe Works et al. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 
16479; p.° 1579. 

Southwestern Millers’ League et al. vs. A. 
T. & S. Fe et al.; case 15037; p. 78. 

Southworth, B. C., & Son et al. vs. N. Y. 
N. H. & i, Director-General, etal.; case 
16046; p. 430. 

Stacy-Merrill Fruit Co. vs. P. M. et al; 
case 16426; p. 78. 

Standard Furniture Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
case 17111; p. 831. 

Standard Lumber Co. vs. A. C. L. et al; 
case 16698; p. 1261. 

Standard Oil Co. (La.) et al. vs. T. & P. 
et al.; case 16503; p. 77. 

Standard Oil Co. (N. Y.) vs. St. Louis-San 
Francisco et al.; case 16518; p. 292, 
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Staso Milling Co. vs. M. & P. et al.; case 
16605; p. 1261. 

Stauffer Snemical Co. of Texas vs. H. & 
B. V. et al.; case 16889; p. 767. 

Stauffer Chemical Co. of Texas vs. H. & B. 
V. et al.; case 17233; p. 974. 

Sterchi Bros. vs. Gt. Nor. et al.; case 17437; 


. 974, 

Sterling Oil & Refining Co. vs. Midland 
Valley R. R. Co.; case 17623; p. 1707. 

Stern-Kauders Co. vs. United States War 
Department, Inland Waterways, Missis- 
sippi-Warrior Service et al.; case 17178; 
. 292. 

atewart, J. W. & Co. va. A. T. & S. F. et 
al; case 17202; p. 903. 

Stott Briquet Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 
case 17214; p. 690. 

Strange-Maquire Paving Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. Fe et al.; case 17356; p. 1647. 

Superior Traffic Ass’n vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 16612; p. 16. 

Swift & Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 17113; 


p. 690. ; 
Tallulah Cotton Oil Co., J. V. Wright, 
Lessee, vs. A. & V. et al.; case 17261; 








17069; p. 830. 

Taylor, J. P. 
16940; p. 149. 

Taylor Produce Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. et 
al.; case 17128; I. & S. 2521; p. 76. 

Teague Hardware Co. et al vs. C. B. & Q. 
et al.; case 15913; p. 829. 

Tennessee Electric Power Co. vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 16937; p. 221. 

Tennessee Overall Co. vs. Southern Ry. et 
al.; case 16994; p. 766. 

Texas Co. vs. B. S. L. & W. et al.; case 
17367; p. 1039. : 

Texas Company vs. Kansas City Sou. et 
al.; case 16965; p. 1469. 

Texas Cement Plaster Co. vs. A. & S. et 
al.; case 16802; p. 1468. 

Thames, J. R., vs. Director-General, A. & 
N. W. et al.; case 16477; p. 690. 

Thoeming, H. G., *& Co. vs. M. St. P. & S.5S. 
M. et al.; case 16025; p. 79. 

Thomas Day Co. vs. Director-General, as 
agent, Sou. Pac. et al.; case 15101; p. 562. 

Thomas Motor Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 17442; p. 1040. 

Thompson, Weinman & Co. 
City et al.; case 17388; p. 831. 

Thompson, Weinman & Co., Inc. vs. N. Y. 
N. H. & H. et al.; case 16958; p. 292. 

Thornton-Clarey Lumber Co. vs. M. & O. 
et al.; case 15300; p. 79. 

Threefoot Bros. & Co. vs. G. M. & N. et al.; 
case 17064; p. 150. 


Tidal Osage Oil Co. vs. Director-General, 
as agent; case 16425; p. 1260. 

Tomkins-Summer Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 17199; p. 430. 

Toney Brothers vs. Southern and a_ sub- 
number, J. Nooney Co., Inc., vs. South- 
ern et al.; case 17045; p. 627. 


Towers Hardware Co. vs. Pennsylvania et 
al.; case 16895; p. 220. 

Transcontinental Oil Co. vs. B. & O.; case 
16896; p. 1646. 

Tunnell, F. W., & Co. vs. 
case 16789; p. 1261. 

Underwood Lumber Corp. vs. A. C. L. et 
al.; case 17511; p. 1526. 

Union Metal Manufacturing Co. vs A. C. & 
Y. et al.; case 16751; p. 150. 


United Engineering & Foundry Co. vs. B. 
& O.; case 17213; p. 1262. 

United Paperboard Co. et al. vs. A. & R. 
et al.; case 16825; p. 1122. 

United Paperboard Co. vs. B. & M. et al.; 
case 17049; p. 831. 

United Panerboard Co. vs. C. & E. et al.; 
case 16569; p. 1122. 

United States of America vs. Director-Gen- 
goes, 90 agent, B. & O. et al.; case 12497; 


p. 431. 

United Zinc Smelting Corp. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 15816; p. 428. 

United Zinc Smelting Corp. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 16787; p. 1039. 

Usher Brothers vs. A. 
16404; p. 974. 

Utah-Idaho Sugar Co. vs. C. RL. L & P. 
et al.; case 15854; p. 491. 

Utah-Idaho Sugar Co. vs. Director-Gen- 
<n Railroads, as agent; case 16603; 
Pp. q 

Van Dusen & Baumberger Co. vs. Mo. Pac. 
et al.; case 17389; p. 1262. 

Van Hart, L. M., vs. C. I. & W. et al; and 
a sub-number théreunder, Greenfield Ice 
& Fuel Co. vs, Pennsylvania et al.; case 
17403; p. 903. 

Victor American Fuel Co. et al. vs. D. & 
S. L. and Freeman, W. R., & Boettcher, 
C., receivers, et al.; case 14968; p. 76. 

Virginia Coal Operators’ Ass’n vs. A. & 
R. et al.; case 13823; p. 291. 

Virginia & Rainy Lake Co. vs. D. W. & P. 
et al.; case 17144; p. 1647. 

Viscose Co. et al. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 
17013; p. 220. 

Waggoner-Gates Milling Co. vs. A. T. & 
8S. F. et al. and six sub-numbers of the 
same title; case 16078; p. 1117. 

Ward Brothers vs. Cent. of Ga. et al.; case 

17463; p. 902. 


Co., Inc. vs. Sou Ry.; case 







































vs. Atlantic 





Pennsylvania; 


& V. et al.; case 





Purchases by railroads in 1925; p. 1558. 


Washington Building Lime Co. vs. B. & 
O.; case 17154; p. 492. 

Watt Mining Car Wheel Co. vs. B. & O.; 
case 17245; p. 902. 

Watters-Torge Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. C. 
L. et al.; case 17787; p. 1647. 

Wauchula Development Co. vs. A. C. L.; 
case 17139; p. 766. 

Welch Grape Juice Co. et al. vs. A. & S. 
et al.; case 16256; p. 1581. 

West Construction Co. vs. N. C. & St. L. 
et al.; case 17728; p. 1580. 

West-Cullum Paper Co. et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 15040; p. 903. 

Western Bridge & Construction Co. vs. C. 

. & Q. et al.; case 17493; p. 766. 

Western Bridge Construction Co. vs. St. L.- 
S. F. et al.; case 16878; p. 1648. 

Western Newsprint Paper Union vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 16102; p. 1335. 

Western Newspaper Union vs. Director- 
General et al.; case 16316; p. 902. 

West Texas Chamber of Commerce et al. 
vs. H. & T. C. et al.; case 16978; p. 1259. 

West Virginia State Road Commission vs. 
Pennsylvania et al.; case 17255; p. 830. 

Wheeler, C. H., Mfg. Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 17484; p. 1468. 

White Eagle Oil & Refining Co. vs. D. & 
R. G. W. et al.; case 16544; p. 290. 

White Provision Co. et al. vs A. B. & A. 
et al.; case 16285; p. 77. 

Wichita Chamber of Commerce vs. Amer- 
ican Ry. Express Co. et al.; case 16413; 

Wilgus, H. B., et al. vs. Pa. R. R. Co. et 
al.; case 17012; p. 150. 

Wilhoit Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F; 
case 16847; p. 79 

Williams, C. K., & Co. vs. L. V. et al; 
case 16886; p. 15. 

bee” ce vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 17554; 
Pp. " 

Woodville Lime Products Co. vs. Pennsyl- 
vania et al.; case 17317; p. 1261. f 

— Rates Investigation; case 14787; p. 

Boston Wool Trade Assn. vs. A. & N. M. 
eet al.; case 13272; p. 1582. 

Wright Lumber Co., Inc., vs. Ann Arbor 
et al.; case 16663; p. 627. 

Yakima Grocery Co. et al. vs. Ore-Wash. 
R. R. & Navigation Co. et al.; case 17151; 
p. 903. 

ring, C.. W.,. &. Co. va. NW. Y¥. C.. et al: 
case 16991; pn. 292. 

Zimmerman-Wells-Brown Co. vs. Director- 
General, as agent; case 17692; p. 1579. 

































































































QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 


Allowances; p. 1306. 

Authority of agents to make contracts for 
carrier; p. 876. 

Bond of indemnity; right of carrier to pre- 
scribe form; p. 1742. 

Bond of indemnity; time limit; p. 876. 

Cars; furnishing of; right of shipper to or- 
der cars of certain capacity; p. 868. 

Claim notice; carrier preventing filing in 
stipulated time; p. 1300. 

Claim notice; evidence not given; p. 1300. 

Damages; cost of repairs; p. 1236. 

Damages; deduction of shipment lost in 
transit; pp. 328, 536. 

Damages; deduction of trade and cash dis- 
counts; p. 258. 

Damages; delay in delivery; p. 726. 

Damages; delay, measure of; pp. 1616, 1618. 

Damages; expense incurred by carriers’ 
a to make delivery in arrival notice; 
p. + 

Damages; incidental; p. 804. 

ee hy incidental expenses of claimant; 
p. t 

Damages; interest on 
claims; p. 256. 

Damages; measure of; pp. 38, 872, 1008, 
1092. 1296, 1618. 

Eyes: measure of for misrouting; p. 

Damages; measure of, where part is lost or 
damaged; p. 1010. 

Damages; shipment moving at _ released 
rate; p. 726. 

Damages; shippers’ unloading expense from 
_— of hoppers on cars to operate; p. 
































loss and damage 



















Damages; special; liability of carrier; p. 








Delay; liability of carrier; p. 1502. 

Delivery by carrier, what constitutes; pp. 
1086, 1088. : 

Delivery; carrier’s error; p. 538. 

Delivery of live stock at public stock yards; 
what constitutes; p. 1612. 

Delivery to carrier; suitable goods received 
and delivered; p. 874. 

Delivery to carrier, what constitutes; pp. 
1296, 1616. 

Delivery; what constitutes; pp. 328, 804. 

Demurrage; application of rule 8; p. 194. 

Demurrage; bunching under average agree- 
ment; p. 466. 
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Demurrage; duty of carrier to furnish 
adequate switching service; p. 1236. 

Demurrage; effect of embargoes; p. 262. 

Demurrage; failure of carrier to give writ- 
ten notice; p. 1234. 

Demurrage; half holidays not excluded in 
computing time; p 194. 

Demurrage; name of owner or lessee not 
marked on car; p. 538. 

Demurrage; refused shipment; what consti- 
tutes; p. 1302. 

Demurrage; Sundays and holidays not ex- 
cluded from five-day period within notice 
of unclaimed freight given; pp. 588, 728. 

Diversion; right of consignor to divert ship- 
ment on straight bill of lading; p. 1372. 

Feedng or yardage charges; from 28 hour 
law; p. 404. 

Freight allowance; interpretation of; p. 540. 

Freight bills; effect of evidence of payment 
of charges; p. 38. 

Freight charges; liability for; p. 1010. 

Freight charges; liability of consignee for 
undercharge; p. 872. 

— charges; liability of consignor; p. 

Freight charges; liability of consignor 
where consignee or order notify party 
fails to accept shipment; p. 40. 

Freight charges; liability of consignor 
where shipment reconsigned by con- 
signee; p. 1618. 

Freight charges; liability of party signing 
bill of lading as shipper; pp. 872, 1086. 

Freight charges; liability of shipper. where 
— refuses to accept delivery; p. 

Freight charges; liability of warehouse com- 
— goods consigned in its care; 
p. : 

Freight charges; liability where shipper 
signs situations referred to in sec. 7 of 
bill of lading; p. 1008. 

ee sale of goods by carrier; 
p. a 

Freight charges; where stipulation is signed 
and notation placed on bill of lading that 
charges are guaranteed; p. 124. 

Freight; refused or unclaimed sale; p. 872. 

Graduated minima; shippers acceptance of 
ear furnished where size not specified in 
order; pp. 468, 728. 

Leases of carriers to shippers; provision re- 
lating to routing of traffic; p. 1166. 

Liability; carried by water; p. 536. 

Liability; “carrier, for concealed loss or 
damage to imported goods; pp. 876, 1234. 

Liability, carrier, for delay caused by 
strike; p. 802. 

Liability; carrier, for freezing perishable 
goods; p. 942 

Liability; carrier, for loss from tank car 
furnished by shipper; p. 194. 

Liability; carrier, for loss under clear seal 
record: p. 1008. 

a aad carrier for natural breakage; p. 


Liability; carrier, for unlawful detention of 
private cars; pp. 804, 1012. 

Liability of carrier; goods improperly 
packed or loaded by shipper; p. 398. 

—_~ of carrier as Wwarehouseman; p. 


Liability; carrier where freight loaded by 
shipper is transferred in transit by car- 
rier; p. 122. 

Liability; coastwise steamship companies 
under through bills of lading; p. 1306. 
Liability; consignee where carriers’ tariff 
— prepayment of returned shipment; 


p. 38. 

Liability; express company, after arrival of 
goods at destination; p. 400. 

— steamship loss to cargo, by fire; 


Limitations; carriers’ action for charges; p. 


Limitations; complaint involving misrout- 
ing of shipment: p. 1612. 

Limitations; Danzer case effect; p. 256. 

Limitations; effect of par. 3, section 16, of 
act; p. 724. 

Limitations; erroneously 
charge; p. 868. 

Limitations; filing complaint with commis- 
sion; p. 1236. 

Limitations; freight charges by Director- 
General; p. 536. 

Limitations; overcharge claims; p. 38. 

Limitations; overcharge of claims or in- 
trastate shipments; p. 328. 

Limitations; overcharge complaint for re- 
covery; p. 398. 

Limitations; overcharges on Ohio 
state shipments; p. 874. 

-— oe recovery of overcharges; pD. 


refunded over- 


intra- 


Limitations; recovery of overcharges dur- 

tee federal control; p. 536. 

Limitations; retroactive effect of par. 3, 
sec. 16 of act; pp. 872, 1300. 

Limitations; shipper’s waiver for under- 
charges; p. 1302. 

Load and count, shippers’; p. 726. 

Loss or damage, proof of; p. 330. 

Mileage ticket;. redemption of unused por- 
tion; p. 402. 

Misquotation of rate; pp. 122, 802. 

Notice of claim; pp. 1616, 1686. 

Notice of claim; exception in bill of lading; 
pp. 1298, 1612. 
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Passing notices; duty of carrier to furnish; Shipments; improperly loaded of packed; Weights and Weighing; allowance for 
rnish : : p. 594. weight of grain doors; p. 944. 
) Payment or rejection for loss or damage; Shipment; signature of party to bills of Weights; carriers vs. shippers; p. 540. ° 
62. time limit; p 1682. lading and express receipts for account of 
writ- Proof of loss and damage; affidavits; p. other party; p. 196. 
1684. Shippers’ load and count; pp. 1298, 1742. 
d in Rates; adjustment of Mississippi Valley Shipping instructions; order govern car-| Railroad administration; pp. 46, 96, 158, 555, 
Territory; p. 120. riers’ obligations; p. 42. 964. 
not Rates; application of; pp. 42, 120. State vs. Interstate traffic; p. 728. Railway Business Association; p. 209. 
Rates; application of long ‘and short haul Switch connection; construction and main- | Rate expert for senate interstate commerce 
nsti- provisions of state statutes; p. 1504. tenance by carrier; p. 534. committee; pp. 556, 774, 844, 1054. 
Rates, import vs. domestic; p. 946. Switch connection with industry track; | Rate investigation, general, under Hoch- 
ex~ Rates; intermediate rates, treated by com- obligation of carrier to construct, main- Smith resolution and application of bg 
otice bination rule through rate exceeding tain and operate; p. 192. railroads; hearings at Kansas City; pp. 83, 
728, product; p. 536. Switching; construction and maintenance of 159, 230, 297, 628, 682, 894, 963, 977, 1048, 1179, 
ship- Rates; proportional; application of; p. 402. connection oy carrier with private side 1415, 1477, 1529, ‘1558, 1576, 1652, 1699. 
72. Rates: reasonableness of; p. 1166. track; p. 1372. Rautenberg, Ga. A.; traffic education; pp. 1201, 
hour Rates; released vs. actual value; p. 1166. Switching limits; what constitutes; p. 1682. 1416. 


Tariff interpretation, pp. 802, 1008, 1302, 
1610, 1616. 





























Refrigeration and icing; pp. 388, 730. 


Rates; through rates vs. specified routes; 
668. Regional advisory boards; pp. 48, 97, 184, 245, 


540. D. 
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not apply via route specified by shipper; 
b 124. 
. Reconsignment; “order notify’® shipments 
it- held for surrender of bill of lading at 
destination; p. 468. 
Routing and *‘misrouting; rate applicable via 


Reconditioning of a pp. 1440, 1601. 

Sale of vessels and — facilities; pp. 32, 
108, 171, 172, 242, 243, 380, 381, 382, 454, 520, 
650, 716, 713, 734, 784, 858, 859, 924, 936, 
1068, 1146, 1208, 1286, 1356, 1440, 1490, 1492, 


Tariff interpretation; intermediate clause 
not applicable where destination in basing 
ag a which cross-reference is made; 
Pp. 















Tariff interpretation; rates applicable re- 1550, 1601, 1661. 
of route; p. 592. gardless of lack of concurrence of car- 
Reg One i Se ee riers; p. 1610. gerviges!, eitheiee marine; pp. 924, 1286. 
re ne gned to . os beers ; P- hi ea Tariff interpretation; rate applicable where Tankers, compensation for; p. 907. 
outing and misrouting; - th — receives transit at two points; p. Water tariff investigation; Dp 781, 1068. 
s- ee with prepayment of charges; p. 1610. Wharfage handling data; p. 1065. 
r- Routing and misrouting; shippers’ instruc- Tarift interpretation; rule 5; p. 262, 


Tariff interpretation, scrap iron, what con- 
stitutes; p. 256. 
Tariff interpretation; terminal carriers’ 


tions impossible; p. 1370. 
Routing and misrouting; shippers’ instruc- 


































































n- tions incomplete; carried forward via r 

cheapest route; p. 590. poe — ee to traffic on other SHIPPING DECISIONS. 
on - en gs tes switch delivery vs. Tariff Pentasitetion: through rates vs. American Trading Co. of New Orleans vs. 
3 nsaene od Ay Oe. outta g¢: terminal delivery combination of intermediates; p. 120. in Co. + red. Ct.); p. 1269. 

vs. read haul for delivering carrier; p. 40. == interpretation; two-for-one rule; p. — . tire £ os Bree), Ltd. vs. 
D. — — written vs. oral Tariff é' interpretation; unusual alternative a The (Fed. Ct.); p gi p. 1655. ines 

’ application; p. antic u 0. Fy n e e 

a Rules of. practice of Interstate Commerce Transit Privilege Loss; routing and mis- Coosa (Fed. Ct.); ye 

Commission; Rule 13 B, evidence; p. 196. routing; pp. 37, 120. Bashinsky Cotton’ Bo. he ine vs. United 
3, Sales; F. O. B., construction of term in| ‘Transit; rate application where tariff pro- States; (Fed. Ct); P Pp. 

contract; pp. 1300, 1502. vides for highest rate movement; p. 258. Beal, The Thomas P. 3° Sh Jones & Co., 
xs Shipment, accepted and signed by shipper, Transit; removal of undue prejudice and vs. Bennett et co” (Fed. Ct.); 1341. 







Berclench, The, (Fed. Ct.); p. 9 991. ” 
Berwind-White Coal Minin Co., vs. Solle- 
veld, Van Der Meer & T. H. Van Hat- 
a 8 ees Maatschappij (Fed. 
Bethlehem Shipbuilding Corp. vs. 
hg Gutradt Co., et al. Cited. ‘ae > Pp. 


bound by instructions; p. 398. 
an carload vs. less-than-carload; p. 


disadvantage; p. 1234, 
Traffic; state vs. interstate; 1298, 
Weighing and reweighing; p. Piei2. 
Weighing and a, ° of; carrier 
has no track scales; p. 
Weighing and rewelghing:. “right of con- 
=" to demand reweighing of car; p. 














Shipments, carload, marking of; p. 1086. 

Shipments, .C. O. D., returned } carrier 
to shipper; p. 944. 

Shipments; egg inspection, as bases for 

claim for damage; p. 40 
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Boak, R. B., & Co. vs. United ‘States Ship- 
ping Board Emergency Fleet Corp., (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 1534. 

Camden Woolen Co., vs. Eastern S. S. 
Lines, Inc. (Fed. Ct.); p. 87. 

Cape Fear, The, W. R. Grace & Co., vs. 
United States (Fed. Ct.); p. 23 

Cardiganshire, The, (Fed. Ct.); p. 693. 

City of Beaumont, The, Bardach Iron & 
= Co., Inc., vs. Morgan (Fed. Ct.); p. 

City of Dunkirk, The, (Fed. Ct.); p. 1127. 

Cooper & Cooper, Inc., vs. Cameron et al., 
Harrisons & Crosfield, Ltd., vs. Same. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 1268. 


Dempsey et al. vs. Downing et al. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 1342. 

Dempsey vs. Merritt Chapman & Scott 
Corp., et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1194. 

De Panay, The Isla, (Fed. Ct.); p. 23. 

Dietrich vs. United States Shipping Board 
Emergency Fleet Corp. (Fed. Ct.); p. 
837. 


Edith, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 1195. 

Ellerdale, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 991. 

Estrada Palma, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 23. 

Fass et al. vs. United States Shipping 
Board Emergency Fleet Corp. et al. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 907. 

Fionita & Amoroso vs. Cunard S. S. Co., 
Lemon Importing Co., Inc., vs. Same 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 991. 

Geneva, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 838. 

Hansen vs. E. I. Du Pont de Nemours & 
Co., Inc. (Fed. Ct.); p. 302. 

Hudson Trading Co. vs. Hasler & Co., Inc. 
Fed. Ct.); p._ 1601. i 
Saaee vs. Yona Steamships & Industrials, 

Ltd. et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1194. 

Leerdam, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 169. 

Loma Fruit Co. vs. International Nav. Co., 
Ltd., et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1341. 


McLeod pametner SO vs. Crowley et al. 
Fed. Ct.); _p. 4 ! 
wiles. The Italian Government Commis- 
sion vs. Green Star S. S. Corp. (Fed. Ct); 


169 ; 
Mallory Ss. S. Co., vs. Garfield (Fed. Ct.); 
. 1195. : 
Markle et al. vs. United States (Fed. Ct.); 


p. 23. ' 

Mercantile Bank of the America, Inc., vs. 
Flour + oe Co., Inc., et al. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 1196. 

shadlacee, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 1194. 

Newhall et al. as United States et al. 

,, Seeds 3 

Noe York %4 "Cube Mail Ss. S. Co., et al. 

vs. Lamborn et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 252. 


O’Brien Bros., Inc., vs. City of N. ¥., ot al. 

(Fed. Ct.); P. 770. Hine 
, S. The (Fed. Ct.); D. 94, 

no & Parker Co., vs. United States 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 990. 

Pan American Trading Co., Vs. 
Fed. Ct.); p. 301. 

Pendleton Bros., 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 1194. 

Penza, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 770. 

Pozman, The (Fed Ct.); p. 838. " 

Charles Wohde, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 302. 

Scottish Nav. Co., Ltd., vs. Munson S. S. 

Munson S. S. Line vs. Scottish 
Nav. Co., Ltd. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1194. . 

Schoonmaker-Conners Co., Inc., vs. New 
York Tidewater Gravel Corp., et al. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 1534. : 

Sherwood vs. American Sugar Refining Co. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 384. 

Skipsea, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 838. 

Strachan Shipping Co., vs. Hazliphood Cot- 
ton Co. (Ga.); p. 693. 

Transatlantic Shipping Co.,. Ine.,. Va 
Paul Fire & Marine Insurance Co. 
Ct.); p. 838. 

United States vs. 
other libels, cross libels 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 169. 

United States vs. Coal Cargo of the Henry 
County, Same vs. Coal Cargo of the 
Franklin County (Fed. Ct.); p. 1655. 

United States vs. Columbus Marine Corp. 

Mtg. Co., Vs. 


(Fed Ct.); p. 170 

Western Lumber United 
States et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 907. 

Wichita Falls Motor Co., vs. Kerr §S. S. 
Co. Inc. (La.); p. 1533. 

Wilkens et al. vs. Trafikaktiebolaget 
ea eweere Okelosund (Fed. Ct.);  p. 


Franquiz 


Pearce et al. 


be 
(Fed. 
City of New York and 


and petitions 





Willfaro, The, The Fish Meal Cases, The 
Willsolo (Fed. Ct.); p. 838. 


Short line community management; p. 722. 

Sixth section applications; p. 1042. 

Soule, C. D.; bathtub problem solved; p. 1423. 

Southern rates; pp. 19, 1251, 1500, 1589. 

Special freight services; series by G. Lloyd 
Wilson; pp. 24, 165, 303, 433, 575, 703, 855, 
987, 1135, 1287, 1419. 


SUPREME COURT, U. S., DECISIONS. 


Abilene & Southern vs. I. C. C.; compensa- 
tion for federal control; p. 771. 

Alabama & V. et al vs. Jackson & Eastern; 
track connection; p. 1474. 

Armour & Co. vs. Ft. Morgan S. S. Co., Ltd., 
et al.; loss and damage of cattle; p. 632. 
Atchison, T. & S. F. vs. Loma Fruit Co. 
et al.; damage to apples; p. 1048. 
Berizzi Bros. Co. vs. The Pesaro; 

to silk; p. 1585. 

Chesapeake & Ohio vs. A. F. Thompson Mfg. 
Co.; damage to gas stoves; p. 695. 

Chesapeake & Ohio vs. Westinghouse, 
Chuch, Kerr & Co., Inc.; Director-General 
vs. Same; contract for spotting; p. 629. 

Chesapeake & Ohio vs. Williams Slate Co.; 
p. 169. 

Chicago & E. I. vs. Chicago Heights Term.; 
switching; p. 302. 

Chicago & E. I. vs. Chicago Heights Term. 
Trans. Co.; switching; p. 696. 

we EL & kL. a at... . U. 
Pp. 629. 

Chicago, M. & St. P. vs. Idaho Commission; 

. log rates; p. 88. 

Chicago, M. & St. P. vs. So. Dakota Com- 
mission; intrastate grain rates; p. 1271. 
Chicago & N. W. vs. A. R. Durham Co., gar- 

nishee on apples; p. 1475. 

Chicago & N. W. vs. Wisc. Commission; also 
Cc. M. & St. P. vs. Same; cab curtain law; 
p. 1585. 

Chicage, BR. L & P. we. A. N..& T.. O. 
Murphy; failure to deliver; p. 1128. 

Cincinnati, I. & W. vs. Indianapolis Union; 
fcc Union Station contract; p. 

Colorado, State of, vs. U. S. et al.; abandon- 
ment of C. & S. branch; p. 1269. 

Director-General vs. Michigan Trust Co.; 
charges on pig iron; p. 1474. 

Director-General vs. Oswald & Taube; loss 
of cocoanuts; p. 839. 

Director-General vs. A. Weiss; 
p. 1045. 

ae ys Steel Co. vs. I. C. C.; car spotting; 
p. A 

Evansville & Bowling Green Packet Co. vs. 
a Bottling Co. et al.; wharf boat; 
p. 1047. 

Foye, W. J., Lumber Co. vs. Pennsy.; under- 
weight on ties; p. 1534. 

Frost, M. L., W. H. Frost vs. Calif. 
Commission; truck regulation; p. 1584. 

General American Tank Car Corp.; Elliott 
Jones & Co., Inc., et al. vs. East Baton 
Rouge, La.; taxes; p. 633. 

General Investment Co. vs. N. Y. C.; stock 
control; p. 1474. : 
Goltra, E. F., vs. Secy. of War et al.; lease 

of barges; p. 1583. 

Great Northern vs. Galbreath Cattle Co. et 
al.; damages to cattle; p. 1128. 

Great Northern vs. C. W. Reed et al.; land 
title; p. 1047. 

Home Furniture Co. et al. vs. U. S., I. C. C., 
S. P., et al; S|. P—E. IL & P. & S. W. 
merger; p. 1534. 

Kansas City Terminal et al. vs. Central 
Union Trust Co. et al.; M. K. T. reorgani- 
zation; p. 1534. 

Littlejohn, L., & Co., Inc., et al. vs. U. S.; 
enemy ships; p. 633. 

Marion & Rye Valley vs. U. S.; compensation 
for federal control; p. 630. 


damage 


s. ; switching; 


limitations; 


Minneapolis & St. L. vs. P. & P. V.; switch-. 


ing; p. 302. 

Minneapolis & St. L. vs. P. & P. V.; switch- 
ing; p. 1046. 

Missouri, K. & T. et al. vs. Oklahoma State 
et al.; subway construction; p. 1474. 

Missouri-K.-T. vs. State of Texas; service 
at Smithville, Tex.; p. 1195. 

Missouri Pac. vs. Byrd J. Boone; guaranty 
period; p. 838. 


Missouri Pac. vs. Marion & Eastern; con- 
struction of extension; p. 1128. 

Missouri Pac. vs. S.; land grants and 
rails; p. 1583. 

Mundet, L., & Son, Ince., 
Maritimos Do Estado; 
1585. 

New York Cent. and P. R. R. vs. New York 
a Co., reparation on coal; p. 


vs. Transportes 
short delivery; p. 


New York Central vs. Wheeling Can Co., 
limitations; p. 1048. 

New York Dock Co. vs. Lighter M: L. C. No. 
10; wharfage; p. 1474. 

O’Hara, Wm., and Sven Tijersland vs. Luck- 
_ S. S. Co.; watches on shipboard; p. 


Personal injury cases; pp. 88, 169, 238, 302, 
696, 771, 840, 1047, 1128, 1195, 1271, 1342, 
1474, 1534. 

Risty, A. G., vs. C. R. I. & P. and associated 
cases; taxes; p. 633. 

St. Louis-S. F. vs. State of Oklahoma et al.; 
rates on rock and shale; p. 1475. 

Seaboard Rice Milling Co. vs. C. R. I. & P.; 
damage case; p. 635. 

Skinner and Eddy vs. J. R. McCarl; ship- 
building contracts; p. 237. 

Southern, Pac. vs. U. S.; 
claim; p. 634. 

Texas & P. vs. G. C. & S. F.; extension 
at Dallas; p. 631. 

Turner, Dennis & Lowry Co. vs. C. M. & 
St. P.; lumber penalty charge; p. 1473. 

United States and I. C. C. vs. L. A. & S. L: 
valuation; p. 1585. 

United States vs. P. Koenig Coal Co., and 
same vs. Mich. Port. Cement Co.; coal 
concesions; p. 1045. 

~~ vs. P. & W. Va., income tax; 

United States vs. Reading and associated 
cases; claims for transportation charges 
against U. S.; p. 633. 

United States vs. St. L.-S. F. & T.; U. S. vs. 
Wabash; par. 3 of Sec. 16, interstate com- 
merce act construed; p. 237. 

Venner, C. H., vs. Mich. Cent.; equipment 
trust certificates; p. 1195. 
— vs. A. J. Mullens; 
Western Paper Makers’ Chemical Co. et al. 

vs. U. S.; rates on rosin; p. 1473. 


transportation 


nuisance; p. 


Switching; pp. 720, 1197, 1252, 1271, 132 
1535, 1603, 1715. a 
eet pp. 283, _~, 6. 1575, 1640, 1655. 
elephone consolidations; . 46, 769, 2 
1124, 1405, 1538. = en 


Telephone and. telegraph legislation: L 
312, 502, 700. pti Kecsneelen 


Telephone and telegraph statistics; . 79, 300, 
792, 1126, 1306, 1562. va 

Terminals; pp. 227, 230, 457, 1202, 1519, 1678. 

Terminal Services and Allowances; series by 
G. L. Wilson, Ph. D.; pp. 1540, 1669. 

Tiffany, C. H.; traffic education; p. 1364. 

Traffic statistics; pp. 196, 248, 528, 710, 798, 
866, 1078, 1080, 1228, 1442, 1620, 1637. 

Train control devices; pp. 351, 352, 470, 646, 
1006, 1082, 1278. 

Train service; p. 1342. 


Trucks and busses; righways and highway 
transportation; pp. 22, 156, 168, 180, 182, 
312, 314, 363, 364, 462, 470, 501, 564, 573, 628, 
798, 849, 907, 908, 909, 981, 1053, 1109, 1139, 
1140, 1198, 1278, 1347, 1459, 1656, 1657, 1667. 

Twin Cities—Chicago class rates; p.. 1324. 

Ultimate Destination case; p. 1069. 


Valuation of railroads; pp. 18, 71, 212, 288, 394, 
431, 493, 494, 562, 563, 627, 692, 771, 834, 905, 
906, 964, 976, 1080, 1082, 1125, 1168, 1226, 1258, 
1340, 1343, 1404, 1460, 1528, 1538, 1592, 1606, 
1649, 1650, 1711. 

Wages, railroad and steamship; statistics, etc.; 
pp. 79, 81, 88, 175, 358, 390, 396, 644, 785, 844, 
989, 1002, 1014, 1204, 1325, 1532. 

Warehousing; pp. 1081, 1281, 1374. 

= and Fargo case rates; pp. 1343, 

Watson-Parker railroad labor bill; pp. 91, 153, 
228, 229, 306, 436, 499, 565, 566, 567, 612, 641, 
698, 775, 844, 913, 1052, 1139, 1203, 1273, 1345, 
1407, 1531, 1606, 1638, 1698. 

Webster T. T.; political regulation; p. 484. 

Williams, H. G.; traffic education; p. 1423. 

Williams, Ray; regional appointments; p — 

York Antwerp rules; modification of; p. 581 








